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CONVENTION  HELD  AT  HARRISBUR&. 


THURSDAY,  June  22,  1837. 


Mr.  SsnTH,  of  Centre,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizenB  of  Centre 
'county,  on  the  subject  of  banks  and  banking,  which  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Cope,  of  Philadelphia,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of 
Pennsylvania,  praying  the  abolition  of  lotteries,  and. 

The  Presidknt  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Pennsylvania, 
of  similar  import. 

These  memorials  were  laid  on  the  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Jenks,  of  Bucks,  it  was 

Resolved,  Thmt  the  use  of  the  Hall  of  the  Convention,  for  this  evening,  be  granted  to 
Mr.  JofiAH  HoLBBOoK,  for  the  purpotie  of  delivering  a  lecture  on  the  subject  of  Edu- 
cation. 

Mr.  Flexing,  of  Lycoming,  moved  that  tlie  Convention  proceed  to  the 
ronpideration  of  the  following  resolution : 

Reaoivedj  That  the  thirty-fwcond  rule  be  so  amended,  that  it  be  in  order  to  call  the 
iye»  and  nota  on  qucfftions  of  ddily  adjournment,  and  that,  for  that  purpoae,  the  worda 
*■  except  on  quettiona  of  daily  adjournment",  be  stricken  out. 

Th<'  resolution  being  under  consideration,  and  the  question  being  on  the 
si'cond  reading,  it  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Convention  the  following  communication 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Comon wealth,  accompanied  by  a  report  on  the 
expenses  of  general  education,  and  by  two  statements,  one  of  the  common 
school  fund,  and  the  other  of  the  valuation  and  taxation  of  real  and  person- 
al estate  for  1835,  by  the  Auditor  Geperal,  furnished  in  compliance  with 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  (^ouventioi^  on  the  subject,  which  was  laid  oi^ 
t|ie  uble,  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 
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SECRETARY'S  OFFICE,  > 
Harrisburg,  JuifE  20, 1837.  > 
Sir — In  compliance  wilh  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Conrention  on  the 
subject,  the  undersigned  have  the  honor  to  submit  a  report  on  the  expen- 
ses of  general  education  prepared  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Coramonwesdth : 
and  two  statements,  one  of  the  common  school  ^nd,  and  the  other  of  the 
valuation  and  taxation  of  real  and  personal  estate,  for  1835,  by  the  Auditor 
General. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be. 

Very  respectfully,  &c. 

THO.  H.  BURROWES, 
NATH.  P.  HOBART. 
Hon.  John  Sergeant, 

President  of  Convention,  &^. 

REPORT 

ON  THE  PUBLIC  COST  OF  GENERAL  EDUCATION  IN  PENN8TLVANU. 

"  Reiotved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  Auditor  General,  and  th« 
Treasurer  of  the  State,  be  requested  to  furnish  this  Convention  with  statements  showing 
the  public  cost,  by  taxation  or  otherwise,  of  schools,  academies,  colleges  and  education  in 
this  State,  together  with  an  estimate  of  a  sum  sufficient,  and  a  plan  of  the  beat  method  of 
raising  it,  for  educating  all  the  children  of  the  State' \ 

The  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  as  Superintendent  of  Common 
Schools,  has  had  the  foregoing  resolution  for  some  time  under  considera- 
tion, and  is  now  compelled,  in  reporting,  to  state,  that  after  obtaining  all 
the  information  within  his  reach,  his  estimates,  so  far  as  sums  and  num- 
bers are  concerned,  are,  in  many  instances,  based  on  loose  data.  For  the 
conclusions  and  opinions  submited,  he  can  speak  with  greateif  certainty.  . 
They  are  given,  it  is  true,  on  his  own  individual  responsibility,  yet  they 
are  the  offspring  of  much  thought  and  a  very  close,  though  brief  connex- 
ion, witli  the  system  of  education.  They  are  also  presented  somewhat  at 
length,  and  may  seem  to  embrace  subjects  not  strictly  connected  with  that 
of  public  instruction.  But  when  the  general  terms  of  the  resolution  are 
refered  to,  and  the  paramount  importance  and  pervading  influence  of  gene- 
ral education  are  remembered,  the  latitude  of  remark  indulged  in  will  per- 
haps not  appear  wholly  uncalled  for. 

1.  PUBLIC  COST  OF  EDUCATION. 

IN   SCHOOLS. 

The  public  cost  of  education  in  primary  schools,  as  near  as  can  be  esti- 
mated, during  the  present  school  year,  will  be : 
From  annual  State  appropriation,  to  the  accepting  common 

school  districts,  (being  four  fifths  of  the  whole  number,)  $160,000 

From  taxation  in  the  same  districts,  including  the  city  and  county 
of  Philadelphia,  for  the  support  of  the  Lancasterian  system 
therein,  ---..-  400,000 

Annual  expense  of  teaching  poor  children  in  the  non-accepting 
districts,  (being  one  fif\h  of  all  tiie  districts  in  the  State,)  under 
the  old  law  for  educating  the  poor  gratis,  -  •  25,000 

Total  amount  of  one  year's  public  instruction,  in  primary 
schools,  ......  #580,000 
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In  additkm  to  this,  there  will  be  paid  out  of  the  State  Treasury,  during 
die  year,  feor  fifths  of  the  school-house  fund  of  five  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lart,  appfopriated  by  the  Legislature  at  its  last  session.  This  sum  of  four 
hnndred  tbousand  dollars,  not  being  an  annual  expenditure,  but  a  present 
ooilmT  for  the  benefit  of  the  future,  should  not  be  charged  among  the  expen- 
ses (St one  year.  Including,  however,  this  sum,  the  whole  amount  to  be 
emended  during  the  present  year,  for  the  purposes  of  public  education  in 
primary  schools,  will  be  not  less  than  a  million  of  dollars,  of  which  some- 
thing more  than  one  half  will  be  paid  by  tlie  State,  and  the  remainder  by 
taxation. 

IN   ACADEMIES. 

Of  the  pnUic  cost  of  academies  the  department  possesses  little  informa- 
tion. It  is  believed  that  no  portion  of  their  expenses  are  defrayed  by 
ammal  taxation.  Academies,  in  forty-five  counties  have,  from  time  to  time, 
leoeiTed  aid  from  the  State,  sometimes  in  money,  generally  in  the  propor- 
tion of  two  thousand  ddilars  to  each  county,  amounting  to  one  hundred  and 
lix  thoasaod  nine  hundred  dollars ;  and  sometimes  in  land,  whose  value 
it  is  dii&cult  to  estimate,  but  supposed  to  be  worth  at  least  one  hundred 
and  thirty-five  thousand  dollars,  making  a  gross  amount  of  aid  to  acade- 
mks,  of  two  hnndred  and  forty-one  thousand  dollars. 

It  is  believed  that  no  grants  have  ever  been  made  by  the  State,  with  less 
fsneral  good  effect  than  those  to  academies.  It  seems  to  have  been  intend- 
ed to  ei»dow  one  strong  institution  of  this  lund  in  each  county,  as  a  kind 
of  radiating  point  in  the  county  system  of  education ;  but  the  project  has 
prored  nearly  a  total  failure.  In  obedience  to  a  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, efforts  were  made,  last  summer,  to  ascertain  the  condition  of  the 
eoonty  academies ;  and  the  result  was,  that  only  seventeen  were  reported 
to  be  in  operation,  the  total  number  of  whose  students  was  one  thousand 
one  hnndred  and  eleven.  Many  of  those  that  yet  survive,  are  considerably 
in  d^yt. 

IN   COLLEGES. 

The  public  cost  of  colleges  has  also  been  in  the  form,  of  occasional  dona- 
tions^  either  in  money  or  land.  The  total  aid  in  money  amounts  to  two 
hnndred  and  twenty-four  thousand  six  hundred  and  sixty-six  dollars,  and 
in  land  to  about  nineteen  thousand  dollars,  making  a  gross  amount  of  grants 
to  colleges,  heretofore,  of  two  hundred  and  sixty  thousand  dollars.  The 
whole  number  of  institutions  of  this  kind,  incorporated  in  Pennsylvania, 
is  believed  to  be  fourteen,  of  which  eleven  are  in  operation. 

AD  the  information  on  the  subject  of  colleges  and  academies,  possessed 
by  this  department,  will  be  found  in  the  annual  report  of  the  Superinten- 
dent, submited  to  the  last  Legislature,  particularly  in  tables  E,  F,  and  G, 
appended  to  that  document. 

2.  ESTIMATE  OF  THE  SUM  SUFFICIENT  FOR  EDUCATING 
ALL  THE  CHILDREN  IN  THE  STATE. 

IN    PRIMARY    SCHOOLS. 

Hie  whole  number  of  children  in  the  State,  between  the  ages  of  five 
sod  fifteen,  is  about  three  hundred  and  twenty  thousand ;  of  whom,  toge- 
ther with  those  of  a  more  advanced  age,  probably  not  more  than  two  hun- 
dred and  tweaiy  thousand  will  attend  school  at  one  time  in  the  year.  The 
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eost  ofinBtructing  each  pupil  in  the  common  school,  after  the  system  shall 
be  fully  established  and  understood,  will  not  exceed  one  dollar  a  quarter. 
Experience  will  show  that  the  schools  cannot  be  kept  open,  on  an  ave- 
rage, more  than  three  fourths  of  each  year,  consistently  with  ihe  conveni- 
ence of  the  agricultural  and  laboring  classes,  who  furnish  five  sixths  of  the 
pupils.  The  annual  cost,  therefore,  of  primary  school  education,  for  some 
years,  will  be  about  six  hundred  and  sixty  thousand  dollars  in  the  whole 
State,  including  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia.  This  calculation  is 
based  on  the  supposition  that  the  common  school  system  will  be  accepted 
in  all  the  districts  of  the  Commonwealth,  though  only  four  out  of  five  have 
yet  received  it. 

After  the  lapse  of  four  or  five  years,  the  cost  of  common  school  instruc- 
tion, it  is  believed,  will  materially  diminish.  School  houses  and  other  pre- 
liminary arrangements  will  then  be  completed,  and  will  cease  to  be  a  heavy 
item  in  the  annual  expenditure.  This  desirable  result  will  be  much  has- 
tened by  the  school  house  fund,  appropriated  at  the  last  session  of  the  Le- 
lature.  Cheaper,  as  well  as  better  modes  of  instruction  will  be  discover- 
ed and  systematically  pursued ;  and  the  influx  of  grown-up  pupils  who 
now  crowd  the  school  houses,  with  little  benefit  to  themselves  or  to  socie- 
ty, and  much  expense  to  the  system,  will  wholly  cease,  as  the  system 
accomplishes  its  object.  Hence,  it  may  be  safely  calculated  that  proper 
attention  and  exertion  duiing  the  next  four  years,  will  reduce  the  expenses 
of  the  common  school  system  to  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  annually, 
being  a  decrease  equal  to  one  fourth  of  the  whole  amount.  In  this  estimate, 
the  system  is  supposed  to  be  accepted  by  all  the  districts. 

IN  ACADEMIES  AND  COLLEGES. 

Though  it  is  not  presumed  to  be  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
divert  a  large  portion  of  the  means  now  applicable  to  the  purposes  of  edu- 
cation, from  the  common  school  system,  for  the  purpose  of  applying  it  to 
the  support  of  academies  and  colleges,  yet  justice  and  a  due  regard  for  the 
promotion  of  literature  and  science  demand  that  their  strong  claims  should 
not  be  wholly  overlooked.  The  true  way  to  promote  any  object  is  to  aid 
it  at  the  begining,  and  to  give  it  such  an  impulse  there,  as  will  carry  it  on 
to  a  successful  termination.  In  accordance  with  this  principle,  one  dollar 
judiciously  applied  to  primary  school  learning,  is  wordi  mere  in  its  effects 
to  society,  than  three  given  to  colleges  or  academies.  Still  the  regular  and 
prudent  appropriation  of  small  sums  in  aid  of  the  latter  classes  of  institu- 
tions, is  csJcuiated  to  produce  much  good,  which  cannot  be  effected  by 
other  means. 

The  best  mode  of  affording  useful,  permanent  and  invigorating  assistance 
to  our  academical  and  collegiate  system,  it  is  believed,  would  l^  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  liberal  literary  fund,  for  their  aid.  If  the  proceeds  of  some 
considerable  sum  of  money  specially  set  apart  for  the  purpose,  or  of  some 

§  articular  branch  of  public  revenue — say  the  tax  on  writs,  or  the  auction 
uties — were  annually  distributed  among  them,  by  a  competent  and  impar- 
tial agency,  and  in  proportion  to  their  real  merits,  the  effect  would  be 
instantaneously  beneficial.  Academies  which  now  dwindle,  or  are  entirely 
disused,  would  revive  under  snch  an  arrangement :  for  there  is  no  stronger 
spur  to  action,  than  the  danger  and  disgrace  of  forfeiting  a  public  benefit, 
depending  on  the  performance  of  conditions  in  themselves  praiseworthy. 
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It  is  zfMng  which  stirs  into  action  every  motive  to  honorable  emulation. 
No  acMfemy  in  the  State  would  remain  quiescent  a  single  year,  under  the 
influeiioe  of  such  an  incentive.  Thus,  no  matter  what  the  motive,  the  pub- 
lic voald  reap  a  benefit  beyond  all  proportion  greater  than  the  expense ; 
and  the  State  would  render  productive  and  useful  the  capital  already  invest- 
ed in  these,  at  presentr nearly  useless  institutions. 

The  same  would  be  the  effect  on  the  colleges.  All  would  be  stimulated 
lo  htah  and  vigorous  exertion ;  and  in  a  short  time,  the  number  would  be 
neceMarily  reduced  to  one  better  proportioned  to  the  wants  of  tlie  the  State 
than  the  present.  The  contest  would  then  be,  not  one  of  management  to 
obtain  governmental  or  contributed  aid,  but  of  merit  to  deserve  it ;  and 
none  but  meritorious  and  really  necessary  institutions,  could  long  maintain 
the  strag^e.  The  chief  defect  of  the  collegiate  system  of  Pennsylvania, 
which  is  the  too  great  number  of  her  institutions,  would  soon  disappear, 
and  a  few  healthy,  flourishing,  and  creditable  to  the  Commonwealth,  would 
remain  to  adorn  and  strengthen  her  system  of  education. 

3.   BEST  METHOD  OF  RAISING  THE  NECESSARY  FUNDS. 

LITERARY   FUND. 

In  describing  the  nature  and  necessity  of  a  fund  for  the  assistance  of  col- 
and  academies,  the  source  from  which  it  must  come,  if  it  ever  be 
created,  and  the  manner  of  distributing  it,  have  been  named.  Nothing  fur- 
ther need,  therefore,  be  said  on  the  subject. 

COMMON   SCHOOL   FUND. 

In  determining  the  best  means  of  raising  the  funds  necessary  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  Common  School  System,  the  sources  from  which  they 
are  to  be  derived,  the  proportions  to  be  derived  from  each  source,  &ad  the 
manner  of  collection,  are  all  to  be  considered. 

With  regard  to  the  sources^  necessity  has  already  determined  them. 
The  condition  of  the  State  Treasury  limits  the  amount  derivable  from  that 
quarter  at  a  sum  far  below  the  real  wants  of  the  system.  The  residue, 
therefore,  is  necessarily  obtained  from  direct  taxation.  By  existing  laws 
the  proportion  raised  by  tax,  cannot  be  less  than  equal  to  that  given  by  the 
State,  as  annual  appropriation,  but  is  really  on  an  average  at  least  two  and 
one  half  times  that  amount. 

As  to  ^e  proportion  of  school  money  which  should  be  given  by  the  State 
and  that  which  should  be  obtained  from  taxation,  so  as  best  to  comport 
with  Uie  views  of  theorists  on  this  point,  the  undersigned  hazards  no  opin- 
ion. In  asserting  that  the  amount  of  taxation  ought  not  to  be  increased 
beyond  its  present  sum,  which  he  most  unequivocally  does,  reference  is 
had  more  to  the  known  opposition  of  our  citizens  to  a  school  tax,  than  to 
any  abstract  reasoning  or  minute  calculation  of  the  relative  advantages  of 
school  funds  as  compared  with  direct  taxation.  In  other  States  and  coun- 
tries where  the  system  has  been  long  in  existence,  and  is  placed  on  the 
solid  foundation  of  public  favor,  it  may  be  proper  and  safe  to  make  the 
whole  support  of  a  common  school  system  rest  upon  annual  taxation,  as  a 
means  of  stimulating  the  exertions  and  exciting  the  interest  of  the  people 
in  its  behalf.  In  Pennsylvania  another  and  a  previous  object  is  to  be  accom- 
plished. With  us  the  first  measure  is  to  remove  prejudice  and  to  render 
the  system  acceptable  to  the  citizens.    When  that  feeling  is  once  fully 
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arouB«d,  which  will  yet  take  yean  of  patient  exertion,  it  will  be  time 
enough  to  ascertain  what  quantum  of  the  so  called  taxation  stimulus  will 
be  requisite  to  keep  it  alive.  At  present  the  best  means  of  aiding  the 
cause  of  common  school  education  is  to  forbear  coupling  it,  to  any  extent 
that  can  possibly  be  avoided,  with  the  unpopularity  of  the  tax  collector, 
and  to  sustain  it,  as  far  as  practicable,  out  of  the  State  Treasury. 

Every  exertion  should  be  made  to  raise  the  amount  of  State  appropria- 
tion to  the  annual  sum  of  three  hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  would 
completely  turn  the  balance  of  public  opinion  in  favor  of  the  system,  and 
would  still  leave  an  amout  of  tax,  so  light  as  not  to  be  burthensome,  yet 
■o  considerable  as  to  keep  the  eye  of  public  attention  beneficially  fixed  on 
its  •xpenditures. 

An  account  of  the  condition  of  the  permanent  Common  School  Fund, 
established  by  the  act  of  2d  April,  1831,  and  formed  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  public  lands  and  the  late  State  tax  on  personal  and 
real  property,  will  be  found  in  the  accompanying  statement  furnished 
by  the  Auditor  General.  From  that  document  it  appears  that  the  annual 
interest  of  the  fund  will  amount  to  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  on  the 
1st  April,  1842 ;  which,  according  to  the  act  creating  it,  would  have  been 
the  day  when  the  proceeds  of  the  fund  would  become  actually  applicable 
to  the  purposes  of  teaching.  That  desirable  event  was,  however,  antici- 
pated by  the  nineteenth  section  of  the  school  law  of  1st  April,  1834,  and 
by  the  eleventh  section  of  that  of  June  13,  1836.  So  that  the  State  appro- 
priation from  the  school  fund  and  from  the  general  State  Treasury  is  now 
annually  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  from  the  State  Treasury,  and  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  payable  by  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  under 
the  sixth  section  of  its  charter  act,  making  a  present  distributive  annual  sum 
of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

It  may  also  be  proper  here  to  remark,  that  the  permanent  school  fund 
will  be  increased  by  the  operation  of  the  act  of  27th  February,  1837,  which 
regulates  the  temporary  disposition  of  this  State's  portion  of  the  surplus 
revenue,  and  adds  the  interest  of  it  to  the  school  fund.  The  interest  paya- 
ble the  present  year  by  the  deposite  banks,  under  that  act,  will  amount  to 
about  seventy-five  thousand  dollars,  which  is  to  be  added  to  the  principal 
of  the  common  school  fund.  Should  the  annual  distribution  of  the  nation^ 
surplus  means  be  continued,  this  source  of  increase  to  the  fund  will  soon 
add  materially  to  the  strength  of  the  system. 

The  amount  of  taxation,  it  is  believed,  should  be  limited  to  the  bare 
wants  of  the  system,  and  should  not  be  made  arbitrarily,  and  in  all  cases 
to  equal  any  particular  sum  of  State  appropriation.  Whenever  an  amount 
of  tax  less  than  the  amount  of  State  appropriation  will,  with  that  appro- 
priation, be  more  than  sufficient  to  keep  the  schools  in  operation  the 
requisite  time,  which  in  most  instances  would  be  nine  months  in  the 
year,  the  districts  should  be  permited  to  decrease  their  tax  to  that  stan- 
dard. No  absolute  minimum  of  taxation  should  be  required,  except 
for  the  purpose  of  causing  a  sufficient  number  of  schools  to  be  kept  m 
operation,  during  a  proper  portion  of  the  year,  for  the  instruction  of  all 
the  children  of  the  district.  When  that  desirable  and  main  object  of 
the  system  is  achieved,  the  burthen  of  taxation  should  be  lightened  as  much 
as  possible.  By  such  an  arrangement  taxation  will  come  in  to  the  aid  of 
die  permanent  school  fund,  wUch  seems  to  be  its  proper  duty,  and  will 
Jbe  gradumttd  ta  the  actual  wanu  of  the  systfloi. 
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This  plin  would  also  produce  a  decrease  in  the  school  expenditure.  If 
directois,  who  are  themselves  tax  payers,  and  are  accountable  to  the  neigh* 
boT«,  vho  are  also  tax  payers,  have  it  in  their  power,  by  strict  economy, 
to  diminish  the  expenditure,  and  consequently,  the  taxation  of  the  districiy 
the  result  will  obviously  be  most  beneficial.  Under  existing  laws,  the 
^ridend  of  State  appropriation,  which  is,  in  all  cases,  determined  by  the 
lumber  of  taxables  in  each  district,  being  the  absolute  measure  of  the 
minimum  of  taxation,  there  exists  little  motive  for  reducing  the  expenses 
below  the  sum  which  must  thus  necessarily  come  into  the  district  trea* 
sary.  The  evil  of  this  feature,  in  the  law,  is  not  at  present  felt  to  any 
great  degree,  because,  the  cost  of  procuring  school  houses,  and  making 
the  other  preliminary  airangements  of  the  system,  generally  exceeds  the 
minimum  of  annual  school  money ;  but,  as  those  preliminary  expenses 
eease,  and  the  amount  of  State  aid  increases,  it  will  become  manifest,  and 
must  be  remedied,  or  beget  a  carelessness  and  extravagance,  which  will 
be  ruinous  to  the  system. 

It  will,  therefore,  soon  become  manifestly  necessary  to  make  the  real 
wants  of  the  system,  and  not  any  arbitrary  relative  proportion  of  sums,  the 
measure  of  school  taxation. 

The  manner  of  collecting  school  money  requires  serious  consideration 
That  portion  of  it,  receivable  from  the  State,  is  sufficiendy  well  regulated 
by  existing  law,  and  needs  no  modification.  It  is  not  payable  until  evi- 
dence is  produced  of  the  assessment  of  the  requisite  amount  of  tax  by  the 
district,  and  its  receipt  and  disbursement  are  so  guarded  as  to  create  all 
proper  accountability.  But,  in  the  manner  of  collecting  school  tax,  is  to 
be  found  a  main  obstacle  to  the  spread  of  the  system,  and  as  the  same 
defect  runs  through  the  whole  system  of  taxation  for  public  purposes,  the 
following  remarks  will  not  be  confined  to  the  school  tax. 

The  citizen  is  first  called  on  for  his  county  rate,  and  until  recently,  for 
his  State  tax  ;  then  the  supervisor  demands  the  road  tax  ;  a  short  time 
afterwards,  probably  a  militia  fine  is  to  be  paid ;  and  finally,  when  all 
patience  is  worn  out,  the  school  tax  collector  comes  with  his  duplic4ite.-— 
The  tax  payer's  opposition  to  the  whole  system  of  taxation  is  thus  pent 
up  and  discharged  against  the  school  tax,  which,  because  the  last  imposed, 
the  least  understood,  and  with  many,  the  most  unpopular,  becomes  the 
faTorite  theme  of  complaint,  and  often  of  political  declamation.  It  has 
been  known  that  collectors,  opposed  to  the  system,  have  delayed  calling 
for  the  tax  till  the  eve  of  an  election,  and  have  then  loudly  demanded  pay- 
ment, thereby  increasing  opposition.  It  has  even  occured,  that  county  and 
other  tax  has  been  collected  under  the  name  of  school  tax,  with  an  effect 
upon  the  system  that  needs  no  comment. 

Nor  is  the  present  system  of  taxation  objectionable  alone  on  account  of 
its  unnecessary  and  vexatious  sub-divisions.  The  inequality  of  its  effects 
on  the  differet  kinds  of  property  begets  opposition  and  discontent,  which 
operate  injuriously  throughout,  but  especially  upon  the  school  system. 

State  tax  was  levied  on  botli  real  and  personal  estate ;  county  expenntn 
are  almost  wholly  paid  by  the  owners  of  houses  and  land,  while  the  pos- 
sessors of  money,  and  most  kinds  of  personal  property,  contribute  nothing : 
the  same  is  the  case  witli  regard  to  rom/ and  poor  taxes.  For  aehoalpur' 
po$e$  only«  a  smaU  amount  can  be  levied  on  personal  property,  the  chief 
bvthen  being  thrown  on  real  estate,  and  on  trades  and  occupations. 
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These  unnecessary  and  unjust  distinctions  have  created,  and  will  create 
much  discontent  that  might  be  avoided  by  a  just  equalization,  and  by  a 
simultsineous  collection  of  the  whole.  ,^//  public  objects,  whether  they  be 
the  suppoit  of  Government,  or  the  payment  of  county  expenses— the 
mending  of  a  road,  or  the  education  of  youth — the  relief  of  the  poor,  or 
the  defence  of  the  State,  have  equal  claims  upon  the  citizen,  and  should  be 
contributed  to  out  of  the  same  purse,  and  at  the  same  time.  The  amounts 
required  for  each,  will,  of  course,  be  different,  but  the  distribution  of  the 
proper  proportions  among  them  should  take  place  afttr,  and  not  hffort 
collection. 

As  an  instance  of  the  unequal  effect  of  the  present  ill  arranged  system*of 
taxation,  it  may  be  mentioned  that  when  the  late  State  tax  was  in  opera- 
tion, the  county  of  Allegheny,  with  four  representatives,  and  containing 
the  rich  city  of  Pittsburg,  paid  four  hundred  and  seven  dollars  tax  on  per- 
sonal property,  while  Adams,  with  only  two  representatives,  paid  four 
hundred  and  eighty-four  dollars.  Berks,  having  an  equal  valuation  of  real 
estate,  and  an  equal  representation  with  Chester,  only  paid  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  forty-five  dollars  personal  tax,  though  the  latter  paid 
three  thousand  and  forty-five  dollars.  York,  wi(h  three  representatives, 
paid  only  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  six  dollars.  Westmoreland, 
with  as  many  representatives  as  York,  and  fully  one  half  the  amount  of 
real  estate,  only  paid  one  hundred  and  fifty-six  dollars  personal  tax.  Phila- 
delphia city  and  county,  with  an  immense  real  estate,  and  all  their  costly 
buildings,  only  paid  double  as  much  real  estate  tax  as  the  county  of  Lan- 
caster ;  while  the  county  of  Lancaster,  with  six  representatives,  paid  as 
much  personal  property  tax  as  the  fourteen  considerable  counties  of  Alle- 
g  eny,  Adams,  Bedford,  Bradford,  Centre,  Franklin,  Huntingdon,  Luzerne, 
^^foiihuniberland,  Somerset,  Schuylkill,  Union,  Washington,  and  West- 
moreland, put  together,  with  five  times  as  many  representatives,  and  more 
than  twice  her  amount  of  real  estate. 

This  unjust  and  unequal  effect  of  taxation  is  wholly  attributable  to  the 
absence  of  an  uniform  mode  of  ascertaining  the  amount  and  value  of  the  pro- 
pevty  to  be  taxed.  One  county,  whoe  first  rate  land  is  worth  $100  au 
acre,  may  value  it,  for  the  purposes  of  county  taxation,  at  that  sum ;  an 
adjoining  county  containing  land  of  the  same  description  and  value,  may 
estimate  it  at  850.  The  result,  when  a  tax  is  to  be  collected,  is  obvious. 
This  practice  produces  no  injustice  in  the  collection  of  county  levies,  so 
long  as  the  rate  of  appraisement  is  uniform  over  the  whole  county.  But 
when  a  difference  of  valuation  prevails  among  the  townships  of  the  same 
county,  which  is  not  unusual,  the  same  oppressive  inequality  is  produced, 
as  in  the  case  of  State  tax. 

The  trifling  amount  of  the  late  State  tax  on  personal  property  proceeded 
from  the  ineffectual  means  provided  by  law  to  ascertain  its  actual  amount, 
and  the  exemption  of  many  descriptions  of  it  from  taxation  altogether. 

By  reference  to  the  accompanying  statement  of  the  Auditor  General,  on 
this  subject,  the  amount  of  real  and  personal  valuation  and  taxation  in  each 
county  and  in  the  whole  State  for  1835,  vill  be  seen,  and  the  unequal  opera- 
tion of  the  present  system  at  once  perceived. 

That  statement  will  show  that  a  tax  of  one  mill  on  the  dollar,  even  under 
|he  present  defective  system,  produced  for  State  use,  near  two  hundred  and 
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fifty  thotnaod  dollars  from  real  estate,  and  about  fifty  thousand  dollars  from 
the  kinds  of  personal  property  assessed  annually. 

It  most  be  obvioas  to  every  one  who  will  think  for  a  moment  on  the 
aabject,  that  a  fair  valuation  of  all  the  personal  property  and  productive- 
ness of  the  Commonwealth,  other  than  real  estate,  would  at  least  quadru- 
ple the  amount  of  personal  property  tax  at  the  above  rate.  This  single 
and  just  operation,  without  counting  any  thing  from  the  more  equal  assess- 
Beot  of  real  estate,  which  would  undoubtedly  produce  much,  would  yield 
two  hundred  thousand  dollars  annually  ;  a  sum  sufficient,  with  the  pro- 
posed increase  of  State  appropriation,  to  support  the  Common  School 
system. 

There  is  no  reason  why  property  in  one  part  of  the  State  or  of  a  county, 
should  be  liable  to  contribute  a  greater  portion  of  means  to  the  public  use 
than  the  same  kind  of  property  in  another.  Neither  should  one  kind  of 
property  be  exempt  while  another  is  taxed.  The  old  feudal  distinctions 
between  personal  and  real  estate lia^^' little  force  in  this  country.  The  oiie 
is,  so  far  as  ownership  and  liability  are  concerned,  nearly  as  transitive 
and  as  tangible  as  the  other.  The  amount  of  real  is  little  greater  than  that 
of  person^  estate,  if  fully  and  fairly  accounted,  and  certainly,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  much  less  productive  to  the  p)ossessor.  In  former  days,  when 
the  quantity  of  personal  property  was  so  trifling  that  it  was  abandoned  to 
the  church  for  pious  uses  on  the  death  of  the  owner,  or  was  subject  to  a 
contribution  during  his  life,  of  a  fifth,  a  seventh,  a  tenth  for  the  support  of 
Government,  it  was  perhaps  not  so  strange  that  the  laws  of  the  land 
should  take  little  notice  of  it,  eitlier  for  its  protection  or  transmission  to  the 
representatives  of  the  deceased  owner.  But  now,  when  it  was  vastly 
increased  in  amount,  and  forms  a  chief  source  of  profit  to  the  community 
— when  courts  are  much  occupied  in  its  regulation,  and  Governments 
largely  employed  in  its  protection,  it  does  seem  strange  that  it  should 
enjoy  to  any  extent  whatever,  an  exemption  from  the  common  burthens. 

On  examining  the  statute  book  it  will  be  found  that  the  chief  tax,  as 
such,  for  public  use,  paid  by  personal  property,  is  that  of  one  mill  to  the 
dollar  for  school  purposes,  assessed  on  the  articles  enumerated  in  the  act 
of  25th  March,  1831,  and  continued  by  act  of  13th  June,  1836.  Tax  on 
bank  dtridends  is  not  properly  a  contribution  for  the  support  of  Govern- 
ment, but  a  part  of  the  price  paid  for  the  privilege  of  exercising  one  of  the 
prerogatives  of  Government.  In  the  same  manner,  the  money  paid  for 
tavern  licenses  is  not  a  tax,  in  the  ordinary  acceptation  of  the  term,  but  a 
means  to  diminish  dealing  in  strong  drink ;  and  the  price  imposed  on  the 
dealing  in  foreign  merchandise,  may  be  most  fairly  called  an  expedient  to 
protect  and  promote  domestic  manufactures. 

In  this  view  of  the  unequal  bearing  of  the  present  system  of  taxation, 
the  proper  remedy  seems  to  be  a  Constitutional  provision,  thcU  all  the 
property  and  productive  industry  and  skiil  of  the  Commonwealth ^  of 
every  kind,  shall  be  fairly  and  unijformlv  appraised  at  its  full  value  ;  and 
that  all  tax  note  or  tiereafter  necenaary  for  every  department  of  the  public 
operationSf  shall  bt  fairly  and  uniformly  assessed  on  the  whole  thereof; 
and  shall  he  collected  from  each  tax  payer  at  one  time  and  by  one  collu* 
tor. 

The  proposition  to  make  the  productive  industry  and  skill  of  the  Com- 
moBwealth  hem  a  portion  of  die  public  biirthens,  is  not  new  in  Pennsylvi* 
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nia.  '*  Offices  and  posts  of  profit,  professiooff,  trades  and  occupations' % 
have  long  been  taxable.  The  object  yet  to  be  accomplished  is  merely  to 
estimate  them  according  to  their  just  value  and  usefulness  to  those  who 
exercise  them  and  to  society,  and  to  assess  upon  them  a  full  and  fair  por- 
tion of  contribution  to  the  use  of  that  public  from  which  alone  they  derive 
their  profitable  value.  The  effect  would  not  be  an  increase  of  the  tax  now- 
paid  by  the  small  mechanic,  the  house-holder,  or  the  single  freeman,  but 
a  more  just  assessment  upon  the  lucrative  professions  and  occupations. 

These  latter  should  be  estimated  at  their  full  value,  and  assessed  accord- 
ingly, both  because  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  the  persons  who  exer- 
cise them  costs  as  much  to  Government  as  that  of  the  estates  real  and  per- 
sonal of  the  rest  of  society  ;  and  because  the  value  of  skill  and  industry  is 
more  increased  by  that  protection,  and  by  the  operation  of  the 
social  compact,  than  the  land  of  the  farmer,  or  the  gold  of  the  capi- 
talist. No  matter  how  the  affairs  of  Government  or  the  obligations  of  law 
may  be  deranged,  the  holder  of  money  can  generally  supply  himself  with 
the  necessaries  of  life,  and  the  producer  can  dispose  of  them,  for  men  must 
have  food  and  be  clad  through  all  changes.  But  the  destruction  of  law 
terminates  the  vocation  of  the  lawyer,  anarchy  and  confusion  injure  the 
profitable  profession  of  every  branch  of  science,  and  annihilates  a  demand 
for  the  seivices  of  the  artist.  With  the  protecting  power  of  Government, 
cease  the  emoluments  of  all  employed  in  administering  its  various  duties 
and  offices  ;  and  when  the  reign  of  order  and  mutual  good  faith  ends,  it  is 
the  inevitable  destruction  of  that  confidence  on  which  the  meretorious  mer- 
chant, whose  honest  name  enabled  him  to  deal  on  the  capital  of  others, 
rested  for  support  and  success. 

The  process  by  which  this  necessary  and  equitable  equalization  of  taxa- 
tion may  be  effected,  is  extremely  simple  and  easy.  Let  the  commission- 
ers of  each  county,  through  the  proper  assessors,  periodically  make  a  valu- 
ation, at  its  full  and  real  value,  of  all  the  property  and  productiveness  of 
the  county.  Let  this  be  the  basis  of  oU  taxation.  Let  a  certain  per  centage 
be  levied  upon  it  for  county  purposes,  or  for  State  use,  if  such  tax  or  any 
other  should  hereafter  become  requisite.  In  the  same  way  let  the  necessary 
per  centage  be  levied  upon  it  in  each  township,  by  the  school  duectors 
and  the  road  overseers,  and  when  the  whole  amount  required  is  thus  deter- 
mined, let  it  be  collected  at  one  time  and  by  one  officer ;  and  finally,  when 
thus  collected,  then  let  the  proceeds  be  distributed  in  their  proper  propor- 
tions to  the  different  objects. 

The  advantages  of  such  an  arrangement  would  be  great. 

1 .  Opposition  to  ta3cation  would  decrease.  That  spirit  is  not  so  much 
produced  by  the  amount  of  money  exacted,  as  by  the  harrassing  and  con- 
tinual calls  of  tax  collectors  of  dim^rent  kinds. 

2.  Dissatisfaction  at  the  unequal  operation  of  the  present  system  would 
be  entirely  obviated. 

3.  Expense,  inconvenience,  and  risk  of  loss  in  collection  would  be 
greatly  diminished. 

4.  The  benefit  to  the  school  system,  in  the  removal  of  opposition,  would 
be  invaluable.  Being  the  youngest  bom  of  the  unpopular  family  of  taxes, 
the  school  tax  is  likely  to  suffer  for  all  the  sins  of  die  elder  branches.  Any 
pUn  which  will  render  (hem  less  unacceptable  will  diminish  the  v^^g^t  of 
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odium  wbich  bears  upon  it,  and  will  have  a  corresponding  good  effect  on 
the  system* 

5.  And  finally,  a  most  beneficial  result  would  be  the  collection  of  the 
ecbool  tax  without  any  increase  of  the  bu  rthens  now  borne  by  the  farmer  and 
meehsue.  For,  if  fairly  valued,  and  assessed  to  no  greater  extent  than 
real  estate  for  county  and  township  uses,  the  personal  property  now  in  the 
Conmon wealth  would,  beyond  a  doubt,  yield  an  amount  of  tax  equal  to  all 
de  wants  of  the  sehools.  Thus,  the  more  just  equalization  of  taxation  would 
produce  a  result  of  no  less  magnitude  and  benefit,  than  that  of  the  perma- 
nent uid  equitable  support  of  the  common  school  system. 

If  it  be  true  that  no  subject  possesses  greater  public  interest  than  that  of 
general  and  sound  education  ;  and  if  it  be  also  true  that  one  of  the  chief 
obstacles  to  the  spread  of  the  common  school  system,  is  to  be  found  in  the 
present  defective  plan  of  taxation,  as  has  been  attempted  to  be  shown  in 
the  fofegoing  remarks ;  then  the  undersigned  will  perhaps  not  be  without 
for  luving  intruded  so  long  on  the  time  of  the  Convention. 
All  which  is  respectfully  subraited, 

THO.  H.  BURROWES, 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 

SicBrraBT's  Office,  June  20,  1837. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  COMMON  SCHOOL  FUND. 

Amount  transfered  to  the  fund,  1st  April,  1832,    $76,342  37 
Interest  on  the  same,  one  year,        -  -  3,767  12 

Fund,  31st  March,  1833,  -  -  -  $70,100  40 

Amount  transfered  to  the  fund,  1st  April,  1833,     203,332  16 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,        *  -         14,122  08 


217,454  24 


Fond,  31st  March,  1834,  •  -  -  296,563  73 

Amount  transfered  to  the  fund,  Ist  April,  1834,      287,346  89 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,        -  r         29,195  53 

316,542  42 


Fund,  3 Ist  March,  1835,  -  .  -  613,106  16 

Amount  transfered  to  the  fund,  let  April,  1835,     247,050  22 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,         -  •        43,027  82 

290,078  04 


Fund,  3l8t  March,  1836,  -  -  -  903,184  19 

Amount  transfered  to  the  fund,  Ist  April,  1836,     287,926  94 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,        -  •         59,555  55 

347,482  49 


Fund,  3Ist  March,  1837,  -  -  1,260,666  68 


'   I 
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Amount  transfered  to  the  fiind,  Ist  April,  1837,    206,130  36 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,         •  •         72,840  30 

278,970  66 


Fund,  31st  March,  1838,  -  -  -  1,620,646  33 

Probable  amount  to  be  transfered,  Ist  April,  1838,  60,000  00 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,        -  -         70,482  32 

189,482  32 


Fund,  31st  March,  1839,  -  -  -  1,669,128  66 

Probableamountiobetransfered,  1st  April,  1839,    60,000  00 
Interest  on  the  whole  one  year,         -  -        86,966  43 

136,966  43 

u  ___— 

Fund,  31st  March,  1840,  -  -  -  1,806,086  08 

Probable  amount  to  be  transfered,  1st  April,  1840,  50,000  00 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,         -  -        02,764  26 

142,764  25 


Fund  31st  March,  1841,  -  -  -  1,947,839  33 

Probable  amount  to  be  transfered,  Ist  April,  1841,     62,160  67 
Interest  on  the  whole,  one  year,        .  -        100,000  00 

162,160  67 


Fund,  31st  March,  1842,  -  -  -  2,100,000  00 

Respectfully  submited, 

NATH.  P.  HOBART, 

Muditor  Oeneral 
AuniTDR  6iNKRAL*s  Office,  JirNE  20,  1837. 
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THIRD  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole, 
on  the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  Chair  said  there  had  occured  some  diflSculty  yesterday  as  to  the 
rule  of  order.  On  examination  the  Chair  found  that  he  had  been  mista- 
ken. The  next  question  ought  to  have  been  to  agree  to  the  amendment 
as  amended.  Then  the  other  amendments  would  have  been  in  order.  The 
first  question  here  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  said  of  course  that  question  could  not  be 
taken  until  all  the  amendments  had  been  offered.  He  then  moved  to 
amend  the  amendment  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  *'  months'%  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  the  words  following :  '*  except  idiots,  habitnal 
drunkards,  and  inmates  of  alms-houses,  lunatic  asylums,  penitentiaries 
and  prisons,  shall  be  entitied  to  vote  in  the  district  in  which  he  shall 
reside". 

The  Chair  decided  that  the  motion  was  not  in  order,  because  it  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  words  which  had  been  inserted  by  a  vote  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Read  appealed  from  that  decision. 

The  Chair  propounded  the  question.  An  amendment  was  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Chester  on  the  right  (Mr.  Bell)  ;  and  an  amendment 
to  that  amendment  was  offered  by  the  gentieman  from  Chester  on  tiie  left 
(Mr.  Darlington).  The  amendment  to  the  amendment  covered  the  whole 
ground  of  the  first  amendment,  and  having  been  agreed  to,  the  Chair  de- 
cides that  a  motion  to  strike  out  what  is  just  ordered  to  be  inserted,  can- 
not be  in  order. 

Mr.  Read  said  it  might  be  thought  that  he  was  taking  too  much  on 
himself  to  take  this  appeal,  after  the  opinions  which  had  been  given  yes- 
terday to  the  contrary,  by  the  gentlemen  from  Adams,  Franklin,  and  Mont- 
gomery ,  as  well  as  by  other  gentlemen  of  experience.  After  the  opinions 
elivered  by  these  gentiemen,  he  should  not  have  offered  his  present  pro- 
position, knowing  the  Chair  would  reject  it,  had  he  not  believed  that  the 
opinions  of  the  gentiemen  to  whom  he  had  alluded  were  given  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment.  This  was  a  question  of  vital  importance.  He  ho- 
ped all  these  gentiemen,  together  with  the  President  of  the  Convention, 
would  reflect  on  the  consequences  to  which  this  decision  would  lead.  Our 
amendment,  and  the  amendment  of  our  neighbours  can  never  be  heard. 
All  of  us  will  be  cut  out  of  our  rights,  if  this  decision  should  be  sustain- 
ed. Why  ?  The  authority  read  yesterday  by  the  gentieman  from  Mont- 
gomery was  good,  but  it  had  not  the  slightest  relation  to  the  question 
before  tiie  committee.  As  the  gentieman  from  Philadelphia  said,  it  was 
▼ery  good,  but  it  was  not  to  the  point.  It  has  no  application  to  the  ques- 
tion— and  why?  Because  it  does  not  apply  to  an  amendment  to  an 
amendment.  What  is  an  amendment  ?  It  is  a  modification,  or  insertion 
of  something  into  the  original  proposition,  against  the  will  of  tiie  mover. 
If  the  gentieman  from  Chester  now  asked  to  modify  his  proposition  in 
any  way,  would  it  not  be  in  order  for  him  to  strike  out  any  part,  or  to 
prefix,  or  insert  in  the  middle  any  other  words  ?  How  else  could  he 
effect  his  purpose  ?  The  error  of  gentiemen  consisted  in  regarding  this 
as  an  original  proposition  which  is,  by  the  rule,  to  be  made  ai  pei^ct  u$ 
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it  can  be  before  the  vote  is  taken  upon  it,  afler  which  you  are  no  longer  at 
liberty  to  change  it.  But  this  is  an  amendment  to  an  .amendment  and 
does  not  eome  within  the  operation  of  that  rule.  In  this  case,  there  was 
BO  opportmiity  of  ofTering  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  before  the 
Tote  va5  taken  on  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tLemia  from  Chester  (Mr.  Darlington).  The  Chair  did  receive  the 
ameodment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  and  very  properly. 

The  Chair  :  That  proposition  did  not  strike  out  any  of  the  language, 
or  change  it. 

Mr.  Read  said  he  did  not  care  whether  it  struck  out  any  of  the  lan- 
fDage  or  not.  He  was  arguing  the  principle.  A  motion  to  amend  the 
sDenidnient  has  been  decided  to  be  inadmissable ;  and  if  this  decision  be 
lostained,  gentlemen  cannot  afterwards  offer  any  amendment  at  all.  By 
reference  to  Jefterson's  Manual,  it  would  be  seen  that  any  member  has  a 
ligfat  to  make  the  amendment  as  perfect  as  possible.  Had  I  a  right  (ask- 
ed Mr.  R.)  to  offer  this  before  ?  No.  The  matter  is  now  before  us  precisely 
in  the  situation  as  to  liability  to  amendment,  as  if  the  gentleman  over 
ifae  way  (Mr.  Bell)  had  originally  offered  it  in  the  form  in  which  it  now 
is.  He  called  the  Chair  to  reflect  if  the  gentleman  from  Chester  had 
offered  the  proposition  in  the  same  words,  would  it  be  in  order  to  strike 
«at? 

The  Chair  :  Yes,  before  the  vote  was  taken. 

Mr.  Read  resumed  :  Could  he  have  offered  this  amendment  before  ! 
Nothing  could  be  plainer,  and  there  had  never  been  before  an  attempt  to  sag 
memben  in  the  mode  now  proposed ;  by  rejecting  a  motion  to  amend  before 
the  vote  was  taken,  and  then  rejecting  it  afterwards.  It  was  a  perfect  ah* 
fordity.  There  are  thirty  different  propositions,  perhaps,  now  to  be  offer- 
ed, and  these  cannot  be  heard.  We  cannot  go  a  step  further  than  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment.  It  is  an  attempt  to  gag  numbers  of  gen- 
tlemen who  had  never  had  an  opportunity  to  make  any  proposition  con- 
cerning the  amendment.  The  rule  which  has  been  read,  and  which  re- 
gards striking  out,  does  not  apply  to  an  amendment  to  an  amendment. 
We  cannot  be  cnrtailed  of  our  rights,  and  all  opportunity  to  be  heard  is 
cut  off  by  this  decision,  if  sustained.  The  presiding  Chairman  has  not 
reflected  that  if  this  proposition  had  been  offered  before  the  vote  was  ta- 
ken, it  would  have  been  rejected  as  out  of  order,  because  it  is  not  allowed 
in  parliamentary  practice,  to  pile  amendments,  the  eflect  of  which  would 
be  to  confuse  the  minds  of  members,  and  to  throw  out  of  sight  the  origi- 
nal proposition.  It  is  only  necessary  to  say  that  all  amendments  are  cut 
off  if  this  decision  is  sustained.  I  could  not  offer  this  yesterday  because 
the  vote  was  not  taken  :  I  cannot  offer  it  to-day,  because  it  is  taken.  The 
fomraittee  had  not  yet  agreed  as  to  this  part  of  the  Constitution,  but  had 
merely  decided  that  there  should  be  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Chester.  The  (  'hair  is  correct  as  to  the  pending  question : 
it  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  froni  Ciiester,  as  amended.  If 
there  be  no  further  amendment  lo  be  offered,  why  have  we  not  done  with 
it?  It  is  not  to  be  tolerated  that  all  amendments  should  now  be  excluded  ; 
and  the  effect  of  this  decision  would  be  to  cut  oft"  all.  We  are  gagged  if 
this  decision  is  to  be  sustained. 

Mr.  Martix,  of  Philadelphia,  thought  the  appeal  must  be  seen  to  be 
eonrtct.     The  difficulty  into  whjch  we  have  got  with  the  amendinent  of 
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the  gendeman  from  Chester  has  completely  blocked  the  game.  The  gen* 
tleman  from  Chester  (Mr.  Darlington)  takes  the  report  of  the  committet» 
copies  it,  and  offers  it  as  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  his  colleague 
in  a  modified  form.  Af\er  the  question  was  taken  on  this  report  of  the 
committee,  copied  and  modified,  I  offered  an  amendment  to  the  report 
in  the  first  line,  and  was  told  it  could  not  be  received,  as  the  report  was 
the  mere  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester.  But  it  was  not  80» 
it  was  the  report  of  the  committee  copied,  and  made  his  amendment.  We 
are  certainly  gagged,  when  we  cannot  offer  a  proposition  to  amend  before 
the  question  is  taJien,  because  there  is  an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
pending,  nor  afterwards,  because  that  has  been  adopted.  The  gentleman 
from  Chester  has  leil  nothing  for  us  to  do.  We  are  at  the  mercy  of  the 
gentleman  from  Chester. 

Mr.  Sterioere  made  a  reference  to  Sutherland's  Manual  to  sustain  the 
course  taken  by  the  Chair,  and  compared  the  course  of  the  gentleman 
from  Susquehanna  to  a  case  in  which,  after  a  trial  before  an  ordinary 
court,  an  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  afler  its  decision, 
another  trial  was  asked  for  in  the  court  belew.  As  to  gagging,  when  a  pro- 
position was  made  which  was  unsatisfactory  to  the  majority,  it  was  voted 
down ;  and,  when  agreeable  it  was  adopted ;  and  then  there  could  be  no 
change.  The  reasons  are  set  forth  both  in  Jefferson's  and  Sutherland's 
Manuals — ^from  which  Mr.  S.  read  extracts  to  sustain  his  views.  If 
amendments  are  to  be  received,  striking  out  what  has  been  agreed  to  be 
inserted,  there  will  be  no  end  of  the  Siing,  Amendment  after  amend- 
ment may  be  proposed  until  it  has  been  carried  to  an  extent  which  would 
be  absurd.  He  had  no  feeling  on  the  subject,  he  would  like  to  offer  an 
amendment  himself,  but  he  did  not  believe  that  the  rules  would  allow  him 
to  do  so.'  He  would  be  glad  to  offer  his  amendment,  and  many  others 
would  be  glad  to  offer  their's  ;  but  if  this  doctrine  was  admited,  it  would 
allow  the  gentleman  from  Chester  to  begin  again  with  new  alterations  and 
amendments. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifflin,  said  when  the  question  was  first  brought  for- 
ward he  had  believed  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  to  be  wrong, 
and  the  Chair  to  be  in  the  right.  It  would  give  him  pleasure  always  to 
support  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  so  long  as  he  could  do  so,  without  vio- 
lating the  convictions  of  his  understanding.  He  then  read  various  extracts 
from  Jefferson's  Manual,  to  which  he  had  refered  since  the  question  came 
up,  and  which  had  brought  his  mind  to  the  conclusion  that  the  views  of 
the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  were  the  correct  ones,  and  should  be 
sustained. 

Mr.  Sterioere  briefly  explained,  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  that  his 
reading  of  Jefferson  had  brought  him  to  conclusions  opposite  to  those 
adopted  by  the  gendeman  from  Mifflin. 

Mr.  Cunningham,  of  Mercer,  expressed  his  belief  that  a  short  history 
of  the  case  would  make  it  plain  to  every  gentleman  that  this  amendment 
was  not  in  order.  .  The  gentleman  from  Chester  on  his  left  (Mr.  Bell) 
offered  an  amendment*  The  gentleman  from  Chester  on  his  right  (Mr. 
Darlington)  offered  an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  words  of  his  col- 
league's amendment,  and  insert  others,  which  superseded  the  first  amend- 
ment. The  committee  adopted  this  amendment  to  the  amendment.  Can 
jrou  QOiy  alter  it  ?   References  h^d  b^n  made  ^)  J^ffsksoh's  Manual,  but 
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tiie  passages  quoted  had  not  received  the  proper  construction.  That  which 
icfered  to  aa  original  proposition,  had  been  taken,  and  made  applicable  to 
an  amendment  to  an  amendment.  If  this  motion  were  to  he  received, 
it  wofold  lead  to  great  confusion  and  waste  of  time.  The  amendment  can- 
not now  be  altered,  or  there  would  be  no  end  to  alterations.  There  must 
be  a  lune  when  propositions  cease  to  be  in  order,  or  amendments  would 
be  stonal.  There  were  two  ways  in  which  the  gentleman  from  Susque- 
bana  could  have  reached  his  object.  He  might  have  read  his  proposition, 
md  given  notice  that  he  would  offer  it,  if  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
■e&t  was  rejected.  If,  after  that,  the  committee  had  thought  proper  to 
■egathre  the  amendment  to  the  amendment,  and  to  take  the  proposition  of 
die  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  in  lieu  of  it,  they  would  have  done  so. 
AncMher  way  is,  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  has  been  adopted.  If  a  majority  refuse  to  reconsider,  the  in- 
isienoe  is  plain  that  the  committee  will  not  take  the  proposition  of  the  gen- 
tkman  from  Susquehanna.  The  gentleman  might  obtain  a  vote  to  recon- 
ader  and  offer  his  amendment,  in  case  he  obtained  the  reconsideration  ; 
bat  it  was  in  vain  for  him  to  attempt  to  offer  it  now,  because  it  was  against 
ihe  mle  of  order.    He  may  however  reconsider. 

Mr.  RsAD  again  read  the  rule  as  laid  down  by  Jefferson  to  correct  the 
gentleman  from  MonU;omery  of  error,  and  then  cited  whether,  if  he  had 
his  motion  before  the  question  had  been  taken,  it  would  not  have 
itantlv  and  properly  rejected.  He  was  astonished  that  the  gentle- 
from  Mercer  (Mr.  Cunningham)  did  not  see  that  by  sustaining  the 
decision  of  the  Chaui,  he  would  cut  off  all  possibility  of  the  amendment 
beinff  offered.  The  gentleman  from  Montgomery  had  alluded  to  a  trial. 
He  (Mr.  R)  was  not  on  a  trial.  No  one  could  say  he  had  not  a  right  to 
have  the  question  on  his  amendment,  if  he  should  himself  be  the  only 
ene  to  vote  for  it.  The  question  was  too  plain.  Is  the  amendment  re- 
jected because  it  is  too  late  ? 

The  Chair:  It  is  rejected  because  it  would  strike  out  a  part  which  has 
been  inserted. 

Mr.  RsAD :  Must  there  not  have  been  some  time  at  which  he  might 
have  offered  the  amendment  ?  He  must  have  a  day  in  court.  It  was  now 
too  late.  If  he  had  offered  it  before  it  would  have  been  too  early.  It  is 
deeided  that  if  offered  before  the  question  was  taken,  it  would  have  been 
loo  soon  ;  and  now,  after  the  question  has  been  taken,  it  is  too  late,  when 
would  it  be  in  order  ?  He  would  like  that  some  gentleman  would  inform 
him.  It  was  not  in  order  yesterday,  because  we  must  not  pile  amend- 
ments on  each  other. 

The  Chair  :  It  would  have  been  in  order  to  move  the  amendment  by 
way  of  a  proviso,  so  as  not  to  alter  or  strike  out  any  of  the  words  which 
have  been  inserted. 

Mr.  Read  :  The  distinction  was  an  unimportant  one.  He  could  not 
have  the  question  on  his  amendment  because  the  question  has  been  deci- 
ded. The  reason  of  this  rule  is  that  you  cannot  strike  out  what  has  been 
ordered  to  be  inserted,  because  it  is  amendable  before  the  final  question  is 
pat.  But  ^t  is  not  this  case.  This  is  not  amendable  because  it  is  an 
amendment  to  an  amendment.  He  had  the  same  right  now  to  amend  as 
if  the  gentleman  over  the  way  (Mr.  Bell)  had  offered  the  amendment, 
origiB^y  in  the  very  words  in  which  it  had  been  put  by  the  modification 
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of  the  gentleman  from  Chester  (Mr.  Darlington).  If  it  had  been  before 
us  now  in  that  form*  and  no  vote  had  been  taken,  would  it  not  have  been 
as  much  in  order  to  strike  out,  as  to  add  to  it  ? 

Mr.  Dknny  said  there  would  be  no  end  to  the  action  of  the  committees 
if  we  went  on  in  this  way.  Each  member  would  ask  us  to  adopt  his 
proposition,  and  when  we  had  adopted  one  hundred  and  thirty-two  pro- 
positions, we  should  be  called  upon  to  begin  the  work  over  again.-— 
The  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  knew  that  if  the  proposition  oC  the 
gentleman  from  Chester  was  adopted,  his  own  would  not  be  in  order. 
Had  not  the  majority  rights  here,  and  was  not  the  object  of  offering 
amendments  to  make  propositions  more  acceptable  to  the  majority  ?  In 
this  case,  the  committee  had  distinctly  expressed  its  opinion  against  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  by  adopting  that  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Chester.  There  would  be  no  end  to  amendments,  if  the 
course  proposed  by  the  gentleman  was  adopted.  He  would  not  reach  his 
object  by  striking  out  what  had  been  adopted. 

Mr.  BiDDLE  said  the  question  was  neither  difficult  nor  complicated. 
All  amendments  consisted  either  of  single  propositions,  or  of  several ;  and 
all  agreed  that  the  same  matter  could  not  be  twice  brought  before  the  com- 
mittee. Here  the  committee  had  decided  upon  a  part  of  an  amendment. 
The  question,  therefore,  was  not,  whether  amendments  could  be  offered, 
but  whether  the  committee  could  be  compelled  to  pass  again  and  again  on 
what  had  been  decided. 

Mr.  Cox  maintained  that  the  decision  of  the  Chair  was  correct.  An 
amendment  had  been  adopted  on  an  entire  new  and  distinct  proposition, 
taking  the  place  of  the  report  of  the  committee ;  no  portion  of  the  original 
proposition  had  been  retained,  and  there  was  nothing  to  be  amended* 
Adoitions,  not  clashing  with  its  provisions,  could  be  made ;  but  no  part 
of  what  had  been  agreed  to  could  be  stricken  out.  He  would  cheerfully 
vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  whenever  it 
could  be  offered. 

Mr.  Dickey  argued  that  the  question  was  still  open,  because  the 
amendment  was  offered  to  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  contended  that 
the  Chair  had  no  right  to  decide  that  the  amendment  eould  not  be  re- 
ceived. He  had  heretofore  supposed,  he  said,  that  there  was  no  way 
to  suppress  discussion  except  by  the  previous  question,  but  this  mode 
would  be  quitOrss  effectual. . 

Mr.  AoNEw  could  not  agree  with  his  colleague  on  this  question.  A 
motion  to  strike  out  what  had  been  decided  upon  could  not  be  entertained, 
else  the  same  question  might  be  presented  again  and  again  for  decision. 
The  only  way  to  reach  it  would  be  by  a  motion  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  Sergeant  hoped,  he  said,  that  when  the  question  was  taken,  it 
would  be  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  for  the  reason  that  every  decision  made 
by  the  House  or  the  committee,  became  binding  upon  us  as  a  rule. 

The  rules  of  the  House  of  Representatives  direct  that  all  the  decisionji 
shall  be  printed  in  the  Journal,  as  a  part  of  the  laws  of  the  House.  These 
laws  we  cannot  depart  from  without  forming  a  rule,  and,  therefore,  when 
we  proceed  contrary  to  them,  in  order  to  answer  a  present  purpose,  we 
create  a  source  of  disorder  and  confusion  foi  the  future.  It  was  a  matter 
of  importance  that  the  decisions  should  be  made  considerately,  and  in 
reference  to  the  future  proceedings  of  this  body.    In  the  minds  of  some 
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the  quettiion  might  appear  to  be  very  plain,  but  he  was  surprised  to  hear 
the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  say,  that  in  relation  to  any  opinion 
expressed  in  opposition  to  his,  that  it  was  senseless. 

Mr.  RsAB  spoke,  he  said,  of  the  distinction  that  had  l)een  taken,  and 
not  of  any  gentleman's  opinion. 

Mr.  SsROEikifT  continued:  He  would  not  say  that  of  any  one's 
opJnoD.  He  would  not  characterize  the  opinion  of  any  gentleman  in 
tot  way,  because  it  might  deter  persons  from  uttering  their  opinion ; 
tf  least,  it  might  have  that  effect  when  it  came  from  a  gentleman 
of  so  nnich  weight  and  experience  as  the  gentleman  from  Susque- 
hanna. He  differed,  entirely,  from  that  gentleman,  on  this  question,  but 
we  were  here  for  free  debate,  and  he  should  give  his  opinion  with  perfect 
respect.  The  decision  of  the  Chair  was  this — that  what  a  majority 
dmded  was  decided,  and  could  not  be  touched  again.  What  then  has  the 
committee  decided  ?  Why,  that  the  amendment  of  the  eentleman  from 
Chester,  on  his  right,  (Mr.  Darlington)  should  stand  in  Uie  place  of  that 
of  the  other  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell,)  and  as  a  substitute  for 
Ae  report  of  the  committee.  What  was  proposed  now  !  To  alter  the 
amendment  of  Uie  gentleman,  (Mr.  Darlington)  and  to  say  that  what 
had  been  adopted  should  be  varied.  Such  a  proposition  was  not  in  order. 
AU  the  authorities  were  uniform  on  the  subject :  none  were  contrary  to 
it:  no  deliberative  body  could  get  along  in  any  other  way.  It  was  argued 
thai  the  decision  would  cut  off  amendments ;  but,  did  not  the  previous 
question  cat  off  all  amendments  in  esse  and  in  posse  ?— And  could  any 
one  complain,  that  after  a  question  was  decided,  it  could  not  be  called  up 
and  determined,  again  and  again. 

Mr.  Read  did  not  expect,  he  said,  in  this  matter,  to  encounter  the  for- 
midable opposition  of  the  President  of  the  Convention,  and  he  was  sorry 
he  did  not  explain  himself,  at  first,  in  such  a  mauner  as  not  to  be  misun- 
derstood. There  was  no  rule  against  him,  and,  on  the  contrary,  it  was 
dearly  in  his  favor.  The  question  was  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man icom  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell)  as  modified  by  the  committee,  and  that 
modified  amendment  was  still  an  open  question.  The  rule  was  this : 
«*  when  it  is  proposed  to  amend  by  inserting  a  paragraph,  or  part  of  one, 
the  friends  of  the  paragpraph  may  make  it  as  perfect  as  they  can  by  amend- 
ments, before  the  question  is  put  for  inserting  it*'.  The  rule  applied  in 
this  case  with  all  its  force,  for  the  question  was  on  amending  the  report  of 
the  committee  by  inserting  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester, 
(Mr.  Bell).  The  friendb  of  that  proposition  had  a  right  to  make  it  as 
perfect  as  possible,  prior  to  its  insertion  in  the  report  of  the  committee. 
The  mle  was  distinctly  and  directly  in  his  favor.  We  had  nothing  to  do 
with  die  amendment  of  the  other  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Darlino- 
Tov).  The  question  was  on  inserting  the  prior  amendment  as  modified 
\fj  the  committee,  and  the  rule  gave  him  &e  privilege  of  making  it  as 
perfiect  by  amendment  as  possible.  Gentlemen  say,  that  in  this  way,  we 
may  ro  on  oif  infinitum.  Very  well— -there  is  but  one  way  to  cut  off 
amendments,  if  o^red  in  time— namely,  by  the  previous  question.  Gen- 
tlemen may  call  the  previous  question  now,  and  that  would  cut  off  his 
smendment  and  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester  (Mr.  Bell).  That 
was  the  only  way  to  cut  off  amendments ;  but  to  be  cut  off  from  the  op- 
pommitjr  to  offer  amendments  by  the  decision  of  the  ChaiRi  was  a  thing 

p 


26  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DABATES. 

to  which  he  could  not  submit,  and,  therefore,  he  had  appealed  from  the 
decision. 

Mr.  Chambers  said  the  question  was  of  some  importance,  as  fur- 
nishing a  rule  for  our  direction  in  other  cases ;  and,  from  the  best  reflec- 
tion that  he  could  give  to  it,  he  was  disposed  to  sustain  the  decision  of  the 
Chair.  We  yesterday  adopted  an  amendment  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  now  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  proposes  to  strike  out 
a  great  part  of  that  amendment.  Was  not  this,  in  effect,  a  reconsideration 
of  the  vote  of  the  committee  ?  and  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  commit- 
tee, in  its  material  parts  ?  This  would  be  subversive  of  the  rules  of 
order. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  said  his  opinion  was,  that  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Susquehanna  was  in  order,  and  that  the  Chair  was  in 
error  in  rejecting  it.  The  error  consisted  in  a  misapprehension  of 
the  state  of  the  question.  Without  pretending  to  argue  the  matter  criti- 
cally, by  refering  to  Jefferson's  Manual,  and  drawing  nice  distinctions 
between  th|e  meaning  of  words  and  terms,  he  thought  a  common  sense 
view  of  the  matter  must  show  its  monstrosity.  If  this  decision  is  to  be 
sustained,  two  men  get  the  floor  and  get  their  amendments  before  the 
committee,  and  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  are  entirely  cut  off  from 
all  opportunity  of  getting  their  views  before  the  committee.  If  this 
decision  stands  it  will  leave  a  noble  field  for  tacticians.  One  gentleman 
very  expert  in  setting  upon  his  legs,  offers  some  absurd  proposi- 
tion, and  a  second  genUeman,  who  may  have  an  understanding  with  the 
first  about  the  matter,  introduces  a  proposition  which  he  desires  to  have 
passed  in  the  precise  form  in  which  he  offers  it.  Then  the  question  is  to 
be  taken  between  these  two  amendments  and  the  committee  will  adopt  the 
last  in  preference  to  the  first.  The  game  is  then  blocked,  and  you  can  go 
no  further.  No  gentleman  can  have  the  opportunity  of  amending  this 
amendment  because,  forsooth,  the  vote  has  been  taken  upon  it.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Chester,  on  his  left,  (Mr.  Bell)  offered  an  amendment  to  the 
report  of  the  committee:  Jefferson's  Manual  says  the  friends  of  that 
measure  have  the  right  to  perfect  it  before  it  is  agreed  to.  The  ffentle- 
man  from  Chester  on  his  right  (Mr.  DarlingtonI  moved  to  strike  out 
that  amendment  and  insert  another  amendment,  and  by  all  parliamentary 
rules,  no  amendment  could  be  offered  to  this,  and  hence  the  body  was  brought 
to  the  necessity  of  deciding  between  these  two  amendments.  This  latter 
amendment  then  being  adopted  takes  the  place  of  the  former,  and  who  will 
say  that  it  is  not  open  to  be  perfected  and  amended  until  the  vote  is  taken  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment,  as  amended.  Other  gentlemen  may  have  pro- 
positions to  offer  which  will  meet  the  views  of  the  committee  and  suit  the  mem 
bers  better  than  the  amendment  which  has  been  adopted.  If  so,  they  have  nev- 
er had  the  opportunity  to  offer  them,  and  if  the  decision  of  the  Chair  is  sus- 
tained they  never  will  have  the  opportunity.  The  authority  which  gentlemen 
refered  to,  he  imagined,  was  applied  to  the  wrong  question,  and  here  is 
where  the  whole  mistake  lies.  It  is  very  good  authority,  but  they  apply  it 
to  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  instead  of  to  the  main  question.  The 
▼ote  has  not  yet  been  taken  on  the  main  question,  therefore  it  is  open  to  be 
made  as  perfect  as  we  can.  The  whole  mistake  of  those  gentlemen  who 
had  tigaed  on  this  subject,  was,  that  they  did  not  apply  their  rule  to  the 
question.    The  argument  was  a  good  one,  when  applied  to  the  main 
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^oMtiaii  ind  that  was,  doubtless,  the  question  to  which  Mr.  Jsffsrson  in- 
tended it  to  apply.     Was  it  possible  we  were  going  to  have  a  rule  forced 
upon  us  which  will  give  to  two  gentlemen  the  privilege  of  preventing  all 
the  other  members  of  the  body  from  offering  their  views,  or  their  piopo* 
sitions  ?  The  argument  of  eenUemen  was,  that  if  the  decision  of  the  ChabI 
was  not  sustained,  we  womd  be  pestered  with  amendments  forever.  Well» 
if  wt  are  pestered  with  amendments  gentlemen  can  listen  to  them  until 
dwy  get  tiled,  and  then  move  the  previous  question,  which  would  close 
ifte  door  upon  these  amendments.     But  he  had  understood  the  President 
of  the  Convention  as  saying  that  the  previous  question  would  cut  off  this 
amendment.    This  was  not  the  case  in  his  view  of  the  matter,  because 
the  vote  had  been  taken  on  this  and  the  previous  question  only  cut  off  those 
amendments  on  which  no  vote  had  been  taken.     Gentlemen  have  said  if 
we  have  any  propositions  which  we  desire  to  bring  forward,  we  have  the 
liberty  to  r^d  them  in  our  places.     We  can  do  this  to  be  sure,  but  they 
most  recollect  after  having  read  these  propositions  we  are  not  at  liberty 
to  go  into  an  explanation  of  them,  much  less  can  other  gentlemen  give 
their  views  upon  them.    A  proposition  may  contain  sound  principles,  yet 
at  first  sight  they  may  not  present  themselves  to  the  views  of  gentlemen. 
A  little  discussion  might  satisfy  every  one,  that  the  proposition  was  the 
best  that  could  be  offered,  but  there  would  be  no  opportunity  afforded  to 
£scass  it.    This,  then  was  no  cure  for  the  evil.     There  must  be  some 
time  and  some  place  where  gentlemen  can  have  the  opportunity  of  offer- 
ing amendments  ;  and  that  time,  in  his  opinion,  was  the  present,  because 
mj  could  not  be  offered  when  the  amendment  to  the  amendmejnt  was 
pending,  and  they  certainly  cannot  be  offered  after  the  final  vote  is  taken 
Thifl  he  conceived  to  be  the  proper  time  for  amendment  because  the  ques- 
tion was  precisely  in  the  same  situation  as  it  was  after  the  gentleman  from 
Chester  (Mr.  Bell)  first  submited  his  amendment,  and  it  was  now  open 
for  amendment  in  the  same  manner  as  that  question  was  open  for  amend- 
ment. Gendemen  have  told  us,  there  is  no  way  of  reaching  our  object  but 
by  reconsidering  the  vote  on  the  amendment.     It  is  true  those  who  voted 
for  the  amendment  may  move  to  reconsider  it,  but  perhaps,  they  were  of 
the  same  opinion  now,  as  they  were  when  they  gave  their  votes ;  and,  if  so, 
it  coald  not  be  reconsidered.     Their  being  of  that  opinion  now,  however, 
was  no  evidence  that  they  might  not  be  better  pleased  with  some  other 
proposition  which  some  gentleman  might  desire  to  present  if  he  had  the 
opportunity  to  do  so,  and  express  his  views  on  the  subject.     If  the  deci- 
man  of  the  Chair  was  sustained,  and  he  had  any  proposition  hereaAer 
which  he  had  very  much  at  heart,  he  would  get  some  gentleman  to  aid 
bim,  and  thty  would  first  offer  some  unimportant  amendment,  and  then 
move  the  one  he  desired  to  have  passed  as  an  amendment  to  it,  and  if  the 
House  prefered  the  latter  to  the  former  of  the  amendments,  gentlemen 
would  be  cut  off  from  amending  it,  and  it  would  be  safe.     This  was  a 
mode  of  carrying  a  proposition  which  he  had  never  dreamed  of  before. 
As  he  had  before  said,  the  whole  error  in  this  matter  was  in  applying  the 
mkfrom  Jefferson's  Manual  in  the  wrong  place.  After  the  vote  was  taken 
oo  ihit  main  question,  then  he  admited  the  rule  applied  with  full  force ;  then 
we  cannot  strike  any  thing  out  of  the  amendment,  but  at  present  the  ques- 
tion was  certainly  open  to  amendment  either  by  striking  out  or  inserting. 
Mr,  Easle  said  the  gentle(]9an  from  Franklin  (Mr  Chambers)  had  stated 
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that  an  attempt  was  here  made  to  reconsider  theqoestion  whidi  had  beea 
decided  on  yesterday,  by  ^ose  who  voted  against  it.  Now  he  would  enr 
deavor  to  show  that  there  had  been  nothing  like  an  attempt  to  reconside^r 
the  question  decided  on  yesterday.  What  was  the  question  decided  oa 
yesterday  ?  It  was  simply  that  the  committee  prefered  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Chester,  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  to  the  amend* 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester  on  this  side  of  the  House.  What  was 
the  essential  distinction  between  the  two  ?  It  was  as  to  the  residence  of 
six  or  twelve  months ;  and  the  Convention  decided  that  they  prefered  the 
twelve  to  the  six  months.    Now,  did  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna 

a  pose  to  strike  out  this  principle  of  twelve  months  which  the  committee 
adopted  ?  Not  at  all.  He  only  proposed  to  carry  out  in  the  amend- 
ment a  matter  which  the  committee  had  not  decided  upon.  Suppose  the 
gentleman  from  Chester  (Mr.  Darlington)  had  only  desired  to  make  a 
change  in  the  amendment,  from  six  to  twelve  months,  but  to  do  this  he 
had  moved  to  strike  oat  the  whole  amendment  and  put  it  in  different  words, 
but  to  the  same  effect,  excepting  that  part  relating  to  the  six  months*  resi- 
dence :  Would  the  adoption  of  such  an  amendment  preclude  all  amend- 
ments thereafter?  We  have  made  but  one  amendment,  yet  the  rule  says 
we  may  make  the  proposition  as  perfect  as  we  can  by  ammdmenis.  The 
proposition  submited  is  not  the  same  as  the  report  of  the  committee,  and 
it  is  not  the  same  as  that  of  either  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  submited 
their  amendments,  and  before  the  question  was  taken  on  the  report  of  the 
committee,  he  conceived  we  had  the  right  to  amend  and  make  it  as  perfect 
as  possible.  It  had  been  said  by  the  President  of  the  Convention  that  it 
was  a  fixed  rule  that  what  had  been  agreed  upon  by  the  body  was  to  stand. 
This  only  applied,  as  he  conceived,  to  the  main  question,  because  the  rule 
said  you  might  perfect  a  proposition,  by  amendments ;  and  even  says  that 
the  Chair  shall  not  decide  against  an  amendment  which  goes  to  change  the 
proposition.  He  was  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  proposition  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Susquehanna,  was  in  order. 

Mr.  Fleming  said,  if  this  question  had  been  disposed  of,  as  questions 
before  flaxseed  courts  generally  were,  he  should  have  had  no  difficulty  in 
making  up  an  opinion  on  the  matter ;  because,  in  those  courts  you  hear 
but  one  side  of  a  question.  If  he  had  heard  but  one  side  of  this  question 
discussed,  he  should  have  had  no  difficulty  in  coming  to  a  conclusion ; 
but  having  heard  the  matter  discussed  on  both  sides,  and  turned  round  in 
so  many  different  ways,  it  was  a  difficult  matter  for  him,  in  the  confusion 
of  the  question,  to  tell  what  to  do.  He  had  merely  risen  to  say,  without 
knowing  any  thing  from  the  rules,  as  to  who  was  right  and  who  was 
wiong,  that  he  should  sustain  the  appeal  of  the  gentleman  from  Susque- 
hanna, because  he  looked  upon  it  as  presenting  to  us  the  most  liberal  and 
enlarged  construction  of  the  rules.  It  goes  to  open  the  door  to  amend- 
ments, which  he  thought  might  be  proper  to  be  introduced  here,  and  for 
this  reason  he  should  support  it.  He  believed  it  was  the  best  plan  for 
those  gentlemen  who  were  entirely  unlearned  in  matters  of  rules,  to  pur- 
sue a  course  which  would  give  every  gentleman  the  opportunity  of  pre- 
senting his  views  at  large,  which  might  otherwise  be  cut  off  by  some  rule 
which  he  was  not  aware  of.  It  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  so  much 
matter  what  any  particular  rule  was,  so  that  it  was  properly  understood. 
The  understanding  of  it  was  the  material  point,    Tbeni  fof  U^e  pmrpoM 
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of  undostanding  this  rule,  hereafter,  and  of  giving  it  the  moat  liberal 
coiAStfUcdon,  he  wonid  go  with  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  and 
mgaifltt  fte  decision  of  me  Chair. 

Jfr.  Hastinos  enquired,  whether,  if  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 
ibiild  be  rejected,  we  should  not  be  back  exactly  where  we  started  two 
dqn  ago. 

Hm  Chair  answered  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Hastinos  then  enquired,  if  the  amendment  was  sustained,  whethei 
there  would  not  then  have  to  be  another  question  taken  upon  it. 

The  Craih  said  this  had,  heretofj^re,  been  the  course  pursued. 

Bfr.  Hastinos  said  he  'should  then  vote  to  sustain  the  decision  of  the 
Chair. 

Bfr.  Rbad:  If  this  amendment  which  I  have  proposed,  cannot  be 
moved  now,  when  will  it  be  in  order  ? 

The  Chair  said  he  had  no  feeling  on  this  question,  and  should 
eoDtent  himself  bv  merely  stating  the  question  to  the  committee.  The 
motion  was  not  clecided  out  of  order,  because  it  was  proposed  as  an 
amendmeDt  to  the  amendment  as  adopted,  but  because  it  went  to  destroy 
9,  part  of  the  amendment  adopted  by  the  committee.  The  gentleman 
from  Susquehanna  had  moved  to  strike  out  a  part  of  the  amendment 
adopted  by  the  committee  yesterday  and  insert  the  proposition  which 
had  been  read  by  the  Clerk.  The  Chair  had  decided  this  to  be  out  of 
Older,  and  from  this  decision  an  appeal  had  been  taken.  The  question, 
then,  would  be,  shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair  stand  as  the  judgment  of 
the  House! 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  decision  of  the  Chair  affirmed-*- 
yeas,  72 ;  nays,  45— as  follows  : 

TxAfl — Mtmn,  Agncw,  Ayres,  Banidollar,  Barnitz,  Bayne,  Biddle,  Brown  of  Lancaster, 
BfowD,  of  Northampton,  Carey,  Chambera,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chaancey,  Clapp, 
Clnlte,of  Becver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Cline,  Coates,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cox,  Craig,  Cram, 
Cimnmgham,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Donagan,  Fry,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Harris, 
Hastings,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hendt^rson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Hopkinson,  Hoopt, 
Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Long,  Lyons,  Maclay,  Mann,  M'Call,  IVTDowell, 
M*t9htnj,  Merri^,  Merkel,  Montgomery,  Pennypacker,  PoUock,  Porler,  of  Northamptdn, 
Poster,  of  Lancaster,  Purviance,  fieigart,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Sellers,  Seltier, 
8111,  Snirely,  Sterigere,  Stevens,  Thomas,  Todd,  White,  Young,  Sergeant,  Pre 


NatS'^-Masstb.  Banks,  Bedford,  Bell,  Bigelow,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia, 
Dotkr,  Cteike,  of  Indiana,  Crain,  Crawford,  Cummin,  Darrah,Dickey,  Dillinger,  Don- 
ncn,  Dorui,  Earle,  Farrelly«  Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Fuller,  Gilmorp,  Grenell,  Hamlin, 
fUyhanl,  HeUEmstein,  High,  Hyde,  Krebs,  Magee,  Martin,  M'Cahea,  Miller,  Myers, 
Kevin,  Read,  Rilter,  Rogers,  Shellito,  Smith,  Smyth,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Taggart,  Waa- 


Mr.SrERiOEHE  thensubmited  the  following,  to  come  in  at  the  end  of  the 
proposition  before  the  Cl^air  :  **  And  provided,  that  neither  paupers,  nor 
persons  who  have  been  convicted  of  any  infamous  crime,  nor  persons  who 
naye  been  found  by  inquest,  jum  c<ytnpo8  mentis^  or  habitual  drunkards, 
shall  be  pemited  to  vote  at  any  election.  The  election  laws  shall  be 
equal  thronghoBt  the  State,  and  no  greater  or  other  restnctions  shall  be 
iapoted  on  the  electors,  in  any  city,  county,  or  district,  than  are  impose(| 
on  tb«  deeton  pf  every  other  city,  county,  o^  district". 
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Mr.  Martin  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  inserting,  after  lh« 
word  "paupers'*,  the  words  '*  colored  persons". 

The  Chair  said,  this  amendment  would  not  now  be  in  order. 

Mr.  Martin  said,  he  was  then  precisely  in  the  same  situation  which  he 
was  in  on  yesterday.  It  was  too  soon  to  amend  now,  and  it  would  be  too 
late  after  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Cunningham  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Montgomery,  for  the  simple  reason  that  it  prevented  the  Le* 
gislature  from  passing  laws  in  relation  to  elections,  which  were  to  operate 
on  but  one  or  two  districts.  He  considered  that  it  was  necessary  that  the 
regulations  of  elections  in  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  should  be 
different  from  what  they  were  in  the  less  populous  districts,  and  it  was 
proper  that  the  Legislature  should  have  the  power  of  making  such  regula- 
tions as  might  be  desired  by  the  citizens  of  those  districts. 

Mr.  Stbrioere  then  called  for  a  division  of  the  question,  to  end  with  the 
word  "  election". 

Mr.  Brown  said  his  colleague  (Mr.  Martin)  had  on  yesterday  evening 
offered  his  amendment  either  to  be  inserted  in  the  body  of  the  amendment, 
or  to  come  in  at  the  end,  and  if  the  committee  was  disposed  to  entertain 
any  amendment  he  thought  that  of  his  colleague  should  take  precedence  of 
all  others. 

The  Chair  said  the  motion  of  the  gentleman's  colleague  was,  to  insert 
m  the  very  first  line,  the  word  "  white". 

Mr.  Brown  :  There,  or  at  the  end  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Martin  said  this  was  what  he  had  said  at  the  time  he  submited  his 
amendment. 

The  Chair  said  he  had  not  so  understood  the  gentleman,  or  he  would 
have  entertained  the  motion  at  the  eiid  of  the  amendment 

Mr.  Darlington  thought  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  had  intro- 
duced his  amendment  at  the  wrong  place.  The  object  could  better  be 
attained,  he  thought,  by  having  a  general  Constitutional  provision  on  the 
subject,  and  allow  the  Legislature  to  determine  in  relation  to  the  persons 
to  be  excluded.  He  also  objected  to  that  part  of  it  which  provides  that  no 
law  in  relation  to  elections,  shall  be  different  in  one  place  from  another. 
He  thought,  that  in  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia  there  had  been 
frequently  applications  for  the  passage  of  laws,  different  from  those  which 
governed  otlier  election  districts.  It  was  known  to  every  one  from  that 
city  that  theie  they  have  two  inspectors,  which  is  not  the  case  in  other 
districts,  and  the  law  allowing  them  to  have  these  additional  inspectors, 
were  passed  on  their  own  application.  It  might  also  be  necessary  for  the 
Legislature,  hereafter  to  provide  for  them  other  and  different  laws  from  the 
other  districts,  on  their  own  application,  and  if  this  amendment  is  adopted, 
it  will  prevent  the  passage  of  such  laws.  He  thought,  therefore,  it  ought 
not  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  McCahen  said,  as  at  present  advised,  he  should  vote  against  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery.  Perhaps  on  future  delibe- 
ration he  might  change  his  mind,  as  he  was  not  now  prepared  to  say 
what  course  he  should  take  in  future  with  regard  to  this  matter.  At  pre- 
sent a  person  who  was  suffering  the  penalties  of  a  conviction  for  crime  in 
your  penitentiaries  or  jails  cannot  participate  in  the  election ;  but  was  that 
fMn  to  be  excluded  from  the  exercise  of  this  inestimable  right  after  he  hs 
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expuled  bb  crime  and  become  a  good  citizen  of  the  State,  and  of  the  Uni- 
led  Skates  T  Thia  waa  a  question  for  the  serious  consideration  of  the  com- 
inittBe.  Sometimes,  too,  a  conviction  might  be  brought  upon  an  honest 
aod  innocent  man,  and  was  it  just  that  he,  after  having  suffered  the  penal- 
Mr  of  the  law  without  having  commited  any  crime,  should  undergo  the 
additional  hardship  of  being  deprived  of  citizenship?  He  should, therefore, 
for  the  present,  vote  against  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Sterigere  said  above  all  other  matters  he  should  raise  his  voice 
against  giving  to  the  Legislature  the  power  to  say  what  should  be  the 
qualifications  of  an  elector.  He  would  not  authorize  the  Legislature  to  say 
who  should  and  who  should  not  vote.  Whatever  the  qualifications  of  elec- 
tors should  be,  they  should  be  settled  here  and  not  left  to  any  other  body 
to  determine. 

Mr.  AoNEw  wished  to  know  whether,  if  habitual  drunkards  became 
reformed,  there  was  any  provision  which  would  entitle  them  to  the  privi- 
leges of  an  elector  ? 

Mr.  Read  said  by  the  provision,  as  he  understood  it,  a  man  would  be 
declared  a  habitual  drunkard  so  long  as  he  continued  in  that  habit ;  and 
would,  consequently,  so  long  be  deprived  of  his  right  to  vote,  but  the  mo- 
ment he  reformed  he  was  no  longer  a  habitual  drunkard,  and  would  no 
longer  be  excluded  from  the  polls.  » 

Mr.  AoNEW  understood  the  provision  to  apply  to  all  persons  who  had 
once  been  found  to  be  habitual  orunkards. 

Mr.  Brown  said  there  were  some  persons  who  were  in  the  habit  of 
getting  drunk  on  the  fourth  of  July,  and  he  should  like  to  know  if  they 
would  be  declared  habitual  drunkards  by  this  provision.  It  was  cer- 
tainly a  habit  with  them  to  get  drunk  at  that  time.  * 

The  first  branch  of  the  amendment  was  then  disagreed  to,  without  a  divi- 
sion. 

The  question  then  recured  on  the  second  branch  of  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Earle  said  this  part  of  the  subject  was  one  of  very  great  impor- 
tance, and  he  trusted  they  would  have  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  it.  It  was  ^ 
no  less  a  question  than  granting  to  the  Legislature  the  authority  to  deprive 
citizens  of  the  right  of  suffrage.  The  question  was,  whether  the  Consti- 
tution should  regulate  the  right  of  suffrage,  or  whether  the  Legislature 
should  have  the  authority  to  rcgrulate  it  by  law.  The  Legislature  had  un- 
dertaken to  regulate  it  by  law  m  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  and 
they  have  undertaken  it  in  more  than  one  instance.  At  one  time  they  un- 
dertook to  prescribe  a  qualification  for  voting  for  corporation  officers  dififer- 
ent  from  those  for  voting  for  State  officers ;  but  that  law  was  in  a  short 
Ume  repealed.  They  have  now  undertaken  to  say  that  no  one  shall  vote 
in  that  city  and  county,  except  those  who  are  registered,  which  was  a  dif- 
ferent system  from  that  practised  in  any  other  county  in  the  State,  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  was  a  violation  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  State.  Gentlemen  were  under  a  mistake  when  they  said  it  was  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  a  registry  to  prevent  disturbance  and  give  the 
old  and  the  infirm  an  opportunity  of  getting  to  the  polls.  If  they  would 
only  divide  the  city  and  county  into  smafi  wards  and  provide  that  the 
election  officers  shcfuld  be  selected  from  both  parties,  they  would  be  con- 
docted  as  orderly  as  in  any  other  part  of  the  State,  and  there  would  be  as 
Cbw  illegal  votes. 
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The  gendeman  from  Franklin  (Mr.  DuifLop)had  drawn  a  picture  of  the 
dfunkemiesB  and  outrage  commited  at  the  polls  in  his  district,  and  had  said 
:  that  it  must  be  much  worse  in  the  city  and  county  of  Pbihtdelphia  because 
4ie  people  were  not  so  pure  there.    He  would  tell  the  gentleman  fivm 
,  Franklin  that  he  had  attended  the  polls  in  his  distriot*  in  die  couagr  of 
,  Philadelphia*  when  there  were  upwuds  of  a  thousand  votes  polled  in  that 
one  district,  and  he  did  not  see  a  sinrie  man  come  on  the  groond  intoxi- 
cated, or  see  a  single  disturbance.    According*  then,  to  the  gentleman's 
own  showing,  the  people  of  Franklin  county  are  far  more  impure  than  those 
of  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia. 

He  concluded  by  calling  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  whtch  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Martin,  did  not  think  this  was  the  most  proper  place  to  insert  this 
amendment.  He  should  vote  for  it  in  its  proper  place,  but  he  would  be 
compelled  to  vote  against  it  here. 

Mr.  Smtth,  of  Centre,  thought  if  this  registry  law  was  so  onerous 
upon  the  citizens  of  Philadelphia  they  should  not  adopt  it  in  other  parts 
01  die  State.  It  was  now  in  force  there  and  some  gentlemen  here  nave 
asserted  that  it  must  be  continued  there.  Then,  if  this  amendment  is  adop- 
ted, we  shall  be  compelled  to  have  it  all  over  the  country.  If  this  was  to 
be  the  case  he  thought  he  should  go  aranst  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said  uie  law  was  onerous  upon  the  city 
and  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  of  such  a  character,  as  he  believed,  the 
people  of  the  whole  State,  if  they  had  felt  the  effects  of  it,  would  no\ 
impose  upon  Philadelphia.  It  was  forced  upon  the  city  and  county,  in 
opposition  to  die  will  of  a  large  majority  of  the  votere.  He  knew  this  to 
be  the  case,  that  a  large  majority  of  the  city  and  county  are  opposed  to 
the  law.  What  would  any  man  think  of  having  his  name  posted  up  on 
the  sign  posts,  and  blacksmith  shop  doon  of  the  city  and  county,  when 
the  same  thing  was  not  required  of  his  neighbor  T  What  would  the  voters 
of  any  district  think,  if  their  names  were  to  be  posted  up  at  every  public 
place,  while  their  neighbore,  on  the  other  side  of  an  imaginary  line,  were 
not  subject  to  this  pracdce  ?  Was  this  die  way,  that  the  names  of  any 
particular  portion  of  the  citizens  of  Pennsylvania  were  to  be  singled  out,  and 
posted  up  to  the  gaze  of  the  world?  No  such  distinctions  as  diese  should 
be  made  in  relation  to  citizens  of  Pennsylvania.  The  citizens  of  the  city 
and  county  of  Philadelphia,  he  believed  to  be  as  peaceable,  taken  as  a 
whole,  as  any  other  inhabitants  of  the  State,  and,  ne  believed  they  con- 
ducted themselves  as  quiedy  and  properly  at  the  poUs,  as  any  other 
pereons  in  the  Union.  To  be  sure,  there  were  too  many  who  had  to  vote  at 
one  place,  and  this  should  be  provided  for  by  the  Legislature.  The  elec- 
tion districts  should  be  divided ;  but,  he  had  seen  from  five  to  eight  thou- 
sand peraons  come  on  the  election  ground  in  one  day,  and  during  the  whole 
of  that  day,  had  not  seen  one  man  come  there  intoxicated,  and  he  had  not 
seen  the  least  disturbance.  He  should  like  gendemen  to  show  him  the 
same  number,  collected  together  in  any  other  part  of  the  United  States, 
to  deposite  their  votes,  who  would  conduct  themselves  in  as  peaceable  a 
wunner. 

And  because,  fonooth,  it  had  once  happened  that  there  was  a  little  con- 
fusion in  the  township,  the  people  were  henceforth  to  be  marked  and 
branded— to  have  their  names  stuck  up  all  over  the  place  !  He  protested 
against  the  sdoption  of  any  9uch  course,  becinse  it  wai  making  an  un* 
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wbcdeaone  distinction  between  them,  and  the  people  of  other  sections  of 
the  8ute»  which  they  did  not  like.  This  act  of  the  Legislature  had  given 
more  diiwritftirtion  to  the  people  than  any  other  which  had  been  pass^. 
It  was  sn  nnjuAt  restriction,  for  the  reason,  that  it  was  not  put  in  operation 
elBCwhae.  The  Constitution  required,  that  all  laws  should  be  equal 
thioflfhout  the  State.  This  law,  then,  being  unequal,  ought  to  be  imme- 
diaidj  repealed.  At  the  time  it  was  passed,  tliere  was  a  portion  of  the 
people  known  to  be  obnoxious  to  the  Legislature,  and  hence  the  political 
majority  there  passed  the  law  in  question,  by  way  of  punishment,  he  (Mr. 
B.)  supposed,  for  their  disobedience,  and  to  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
the  elective  franchise.  Political  majorities  do  not  always  regard  justice 
and  right.     He  trusted  that  the  provision  would  be  inserted. 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centre,  said  tha(  it  was  far  from  his  wish  to  impose  any 
sach  law  upon  any  portion  of  tbif  people  of  Pennsylvania,  unless  they 
desired  it.  He  did  not  know  at  the  time  the  amendment  was  introduced, 
bat  what  the  people  of  the  district  desired  it.  He  did  not  believe  that  his 
ooDsdtnents  wished  for  such  a  regulation. 

Mr.  PosTBR,  of  Northampton,  said  that,  although  he  approved  of  the 
object  intended  to  be  reached  by  the  proposed  amendment,  he  thought  this 
was  not  the  proper  place  to  insert  it,  if  the  provision  were  necessary.  The 
existing  provision  m  the  Bill  of  Rights,  section  5,  is,  ''  that  all  elections 
shall  be  free  and  equal  **:  and  this  provision  is  perhaps  as  broad  as  the  lan- 
guage now  proposed.  But  the  proper  place  for  any  provision  restraining 
&gialation,  was  in  the  bill  of  rights  ;  and  if,  when  we  reached  that  part  of 
the  Coostitntion,  it  would  be  found,  that  any  thing  beyond  this  fifth  section 
of  the  bill  of  rights  was  necessary,  it  could  be  introduced  in  its  proper 
place.  Mr.  P.  said,  I  feel  it  necessary  to  say  this  much,  because,  approv- 
uig  of  the  principle,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  vote  against  the  amendment  in 
this  arUcle.  I  have  no  doubt,  that  attention  has  been  turned  to  this  subject 
in  consequence  of  the  passage  of  the  obnoxious  law  generally  denominated 
the  registry  act,  by  the  Legislature  of  1835-6,  which  prescribes  a  dilFer- 
ent  rule  for  regulating  the  right  of  sutfrage  in  the  city  of  Pliiladelphia,  and 
in  some  of  the  adjoining  districts  of  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  from  the 
general  law  which  applies  to  the  rest  of  that  county  and  the  State  at  large. 
This  act,  I  believe,  is  unconstitutional.  On  this  subject  I  have  never  had 
a  doubt  I  have  reflected  well,  and  1  give  this  as  the  deliberate  result  of 
my  judgment  upon  it.  The  existing  Constitutional  provision  is,  that 
**  every  freeman  of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  having  resided  in  the 
State  for  two  years  next  before  the  election,  and  within  that  time  paid  a 
State  or  county  tax,  which  shall  have  been  assessed  at  least  six  months 
before  the  election,  shall  enjoy  the  rights  of  an  elector'':  And  a  provision 
follows  that  the  sons  of  qualified  voters,  between  the  age  of  twenty-one  and 
twenty-two  years,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  without  having  paid  taxes.  A 
citizen  residing  in  any  other  part  of  the  State  complying  with  these  pro- 
visions, is  entitled  to  vote  at  the  election.  But  if  one  resides  in  the 
city  or  specified  districts,  he  cannot  vote,  doing  precisely  the  same  act 
which  the  other  did  in  the  other  part  of  the  State.  This  was  a  violation 
of  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  Constitution  ;  and  it  was  part  of  the  doings  of 
that  Legislature,  which,  having  obtained  by  accidental  circumstances  the 
ascendency,  determined  to  exercise  the  little  brief  authority  they  possessed, 
to  the  utmost  extent,  well  knowing  that  they  would  never  have  another 
chance.  e 
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I  think  this  law  unconstitutional,  as  it  is  partial  and  unequal,  and  I  think 
it  inexpedient  and  calculated  to  breed  jealousy,  and  lead  to  alienation 
between  the  city  and  country,  a  result  to  be  deprecated.  I  trust  that  an  inti- 
mate union  both  of  feeling  and  interest  wjll  ever  subsist  between  the  city 
and  the  country.  I  prize  Philadelphia:  It  was  there  I  set  out  on  the  great 
theatre  of  life.  It  was  there  the  fostering  ha^nd  of  encouragement  was  held 
out  to  me,  and  I  should  be  wanting  indeed,  could  I  cease  to  cherish  for 
that  city  and  its  inhabitants  the  warmest  feelings  of  gratitude  and  affection. 
Theie  were  found  the  friends  of  my  youth  and  my  manhood,  from  the 
bonds  of  friendship,  with  whom.  I  trust,  I  shall  never  de  disengaged,  how- 
ever we  may  differ  in  opinion  on  any  subject. 

Is  it  then  to  be  tolerated  that  a  man  who  shall  have  performed  all  the 
Constitutional  requisitions,  and  lived  vespected  and  beloved,  shouldeied 
his  musket  to  meet  the  invaders  of  his  country,  and  bled  in  her  cause 
— ^ihall  in  the  city  or  county  of  Philadelphia  be  debared  of  the  right  of 
suffrage— -the  dearest  attribute  of  a  freeman,  when,  if  he  lived  in  any  other 
part  of  the  State,  he  would  be  entitled  to  it?  This  inequality  of  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  right  was  objectionable  as  repugnant  to  the  Constitution,  and 
as  inexpedient.  And  yet  the  person  suffering  under  it  was  remediless, 
because  if  he  sued  the  inspector  for  damages  for  refusing  his  vote,  he 
could  only  recover  on  proving  malice.  And  the  officer  pleading  the  act 
in  his  defence,  would  he  acquited  of  the  malicious  intent,  although  the  act 
itself  was  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  said  that  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 
from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter)  would  be  more  appropriate  in  the  Le- 
gislature, on  a  bill  for  the  repeal  of  some  grievous  and  obnoxious  law, 
affecting  any  particular  portion  of  the  State,  than  in  a  Convention  to 
amend  the  Constitution.  He  would  say,  then,  that  he  regarded  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  as  sadly  out  of  place.  He  apprehended  that  an 
attentive  daily  observer  of  the  proceedings  of  this  body,  could  not  have 
failed  to  perceive  that  if  there  was  any  one  error  into  which  we  were 
more  likely  to  run  than  another,  it  was  Uiat  of  introducing  our  own  local 
grievances  here,  and  asking  a  change  of  a  fundamental  law,  in  order  fo 
meet  the  particular  case.  Now,  he  would  ask  if  that  was  not  the  fact  ? 
And  was  not  this  precisely  the  course  which  was  pursued  in  the  Legisla- 
ture  ?  Any  one  who  had  bestowed  the  slightest  attention  on  their  pro- 
ceedings, must  have  seen  that  they  were  continually  passing  laws,  having 
for  their  object  the  remedying  of  certain  local  grievances.  Let  not,  then, 
this  Convention  fall  into  the  same  error,  and  insert  in  the  Constitution  of 
Pennsylvania  a  provision  which  would  not  be  applicable  to  the  whole  State, 
when  intended  only  to  meet  particular  grievances  in  a  certain  portion  of  it. 
Now,  if  a  law  had  been  passed,  applicable  only  to  the  city  and  county  of 
Philadelphia,  and  which,  in  the  course  of  time,  was  discovered  to  be  un- 
salutary  in  its  effects,  what,  he  asked,  was  the  proper  course  to  pursue  ? 
Why,  to  go  the  Legislature,  not  to  bring  it  here,  for  it  was  a  subject  of 
local  legislation  alone.  The  Legislature  possessed  the  power  to  repeal 
it,  at  any  time  when  it  was  the  desire  of  the  city  and  county,  and  not  in- 
consistent with  the  |[eneral  welfare.  He  would  ask  gentlemen,  if  they 
would  be  willing  to  msert  a  provision  in  the  Constitution  that  would  tie 
up  the  Legislature,  and  prevent  it  from  complying  with  the  wish  of  the 
eonnty  of  Chester,  if  they  should  ask  for  a  registry  law  to  keep  foreign 
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focen  tram  controlinff  their  electioni  ?    He  thought  they  would  not.     He 

was  of  ofinion  that  they  ou^t  to  leave  to  the  Legislature  power  to  grant 

relief  kr  grievances,  as  may  hereafter  be  necessary.    And,  what  was 

the  amment  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  ?    Why,  he  had  con- 

lendedtfaat  the  amen£nent  ought  to  be  insertea  in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and 

thu  the  registry  act  was  unconstitutional  and  inconsistent,  because  it  was 

m  finrth  in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  **  that  all  elections  shall  be  free  and  equal'*. 

Tlie  gentleman  might  be  correct ;  but  he  (Mr.  D.)  would  not  admit,  for  a 

Boment,  inasmuch  as  he  was  not  then  prepared  to  decide  the  question, 

that  either  the  registry  law,  or  any  law,  was  unconstitutional.     By  no 

means.     He  could  not  agree  with  the  gentleman,  that  registering  a  man's 

name  and  residence  as  a  qualified  voter,  was  casting  a  blemish  on  his 

reputation.    It  was  merely  the  evidence  of  his  having  been  assessed,  and 

of  his  right  to  vote.    He  (Mr.  Darlington)  was  not  able  to  perceive  Aat 

the  registry  law  was  more  inconsistent,  than  any  thing  else  which  the 

L^islature  might  see  fit  to  prescribe. 

Mr.  DicKET,  of  Beaver,  said  that  he  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from 
Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter)  that  the  language  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  was, 
•«  thai  the  elections  shall  be  free  and  equ^",  and  that  the  object  of  that 
declaration  was  to  prevent  the  improper  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise. 
It  sometimes  became  necessary  for  the  Legislature  to  pass  laws  to  pre- 
serve the  freedom  and  equality  of  the  elections,  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Constitution,  by  guanling  the  rights  guaranteed  to  the  people. 
Now,  the  object  of  passing  the  registry  law  was  to  prevent  the  repetition 
of  those  frauds  which  had  been  commited  by  both  political  parties  in  the 
city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  which  rendered  the  elections  of  the 
whole  State  unequal.  To  guard  the  rights  of  the  people,  and  to  make  the 
elections  **  free  and  equal",  the  Legislature  passed  the  registry  law — and 
it  was  not  only  a  wholesome  law,  but  perfectly  Constitutional.  The  gende- 
man  from  Northampton  had  argued  that  the  rule  which  would  prescribe 
this  registry  law  as  applicable  to  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia, 
would  make  it  so  to  every  other  part  of  the  State.  Now,  he  (Mr.  D.) 
would  ask  the  gentleman,  why,  according  to  that  rule,  the  polls  snould  be 
kept  open  a  longer  time  in  Philadelphia,  than  in  any  other  part  of  the  State  i 
The  gentleman  could  not  have  forgotten  that  fact.  Howevei ,  it  was  merely  a 
law  to  regulate  the  mode  of  election.  Other  laws  regulating  the  manner 
of  elections  in  the  city  and  elsewhere,  had  frequently  been  passed.  In  the 
country,  the  elections  commenced  at  ten  o*clock.  In  the  city,  the  polls 
opened  at  eight.  Was  this  regulation  unconstitutional  ?  Were  any'laws 
onconstitutional,  which  prescribed  different  modes  and  different  places  and 
times  of  receiving  votes,  unconstitutional  because  they  do  not  apply  to  the 
whole  State  ?  He  should  like  to  see  the  thing  tested.  Let  them  bring 
the  question  before  the  Supreme  Court.  They  would  then  find  their  mis- 
take. 

Mr.  Reioart,  of  Lancaster,  said  tlie  delegate  from  Northampton  has 
told  us  that  the  act  of  1835-6,  is  a  palpable  violation  <of  the  Constitution, 
sod  this  position  he  attempts  to  sustain  by  calling  to  his  aid  the  fifth  sec- 
tion of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  which  declares  that  **  elections  shall  be  free  and 
equal".  In  taking  this  position,  the  delegate  seems  to  be  peculiarly  unfor- 
tunate; there  does  not  seem  to  be  the  slightest  analogy.  This  section  does 

not  ibed  a  m%\9  ray  of  light  on  the  act  in  question.    As  well  might  the 
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delegate  have  told  us  that  the  Legislature  have  no  right  to  create  a  new 
election  district,  or  to  enlarge  or  decrease  the  boundaries  of  an  old  one. 
Such  legislation  would  not  certainly  be  said  to  be  unconstitutional.  I  appi«- 
hend  that  even  the  microscopic  eye  of  that  delegate  could  not  point  it  oat 
What  does  this  act  provide  for?  Does  it  add  any  new  qualification  not 
provided  for  in  the  Constitution  ?  Does  the  act  in  question  superadd  the 
payment  of  any  taxes  not  enjoined  by  the  Constitution  ?  But  what,  sir, 
does  the  act  in  question  provide  for  ?  Not  that  any  elector  Constitutionally 
qualified  to  vote  shall  be  disfranchised ;  not  that  the  elector  must  possess 
himself  of  other  qualifications  not  provided  for  in  the  Constitution ;  but 
simply,  sir,  that  the  name  of  such  elector  shall  appear  in  a  certain  register, 
which  is  to  be  made  and  kept  of  the  voters  of  the  wards,  townships,  and 
districts  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  Does  this,  sir,  make  the  elections 
less  free  and  equal  than  they  were  previous  to  the  passage  of  that  act  ? 
These  registers,  by  the  provisions  of  that  act,  are  to  be  published  forsome 
time  previous  to  the  election,  and  put  up  for  the  inspection  of  electors  in 
the  most  poblic  places  (in  the  midst  of  a  dense  population)  in  the  several 
wards  and  districts,  so  that  the  act  seems  to  be  one  of  detail  altogether, 
without  conflicting  with  any  Constitutional  principle  whatever.  It  keeps 
no  elector  from  coming  to  the  polls.  On  the  contrary,  every  man  has  a 
much  better  opportunity  of  securing  his  vote  than  under  the  old  system. 
By  inspecting  the  registry  which  stares  him  in  the  face  at  every  comer  of 
the  public  streets  in  his  ward  or  district,  he  may  be  certain  that  it  contains 
his  name ;  and  if  it  does  not,  he  may  rectify  the  mistake  with  great  con- 
venience to  himself. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  the  gentleman  from  Chester  had 
talked  about  petitions  that  were  sent  to  the  Legislature  from  the  city  and 
county  of  Philadelphia,  for  the  registry  act.  He  (Mr.  E.)  denied  that  they 
had  sent  any  petitions.  The  fact  of  the  matter  was,  that  the  represen- 
tatives from  the  counties  of  Chester  and  Lancaster,  imposed  upon  the 
people  of  Philadelphia  this  law.  The  gentleman  from  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Reigart)  had  admitcd,  that  if  the  registry  law  imposed  any  qualifications, 
it  was  a  violation  of  the  Constitution.  And,  the  gentleman  from  Chester 
had  contended,  that  the  Legislature  had  a  right  to  require  a  different  mode 
of  proof,  but  not  a  different  qualification,  and  that  Uie  registry  was  only 
proof  that  the  citizen  had  a  right  to  vote.  The  Constitutional  time  for 
proof  was  on  the  day  of  election.  If  proof  was  required  at  another  time, 
it  was  a  new  qualification  unknown  to  the  Constitution.  Take  the  case  of 
a  seaman,  who  might  sail  out  of  Philadelphia,  following  his  occupation, 
before  the  time  of  the  registry.  That  he  should  return  home  from  his 
voyage  to  New  Orleans,  Charleston,  or  Boston,  on  or  near  the  day  of  the 
election.  The  assessor,  about  three  weeks  before  the  election,  puts  up  the 
notice,  and  in  ten  days  thereafter  all  voters,  not  included  in  the  notice, 
must  appear  before  him,  and  prove  their  qualifications.  And,  if  they  did 
not  do  so,  the  inspectors  were  prohibited  from  receiving  their  votes  on  the 
day  of  the  election..  The  seaman  would  go  to  the  polls,  and  not  be  per- 
mited  to  vote,  although  qualified  according  to  the  very  letter  of  the  statute, 
because  he  had  not  proved  his  qualifications  so  many  days  before  the 
election.  And,  thus  this  man  lost  his  vote,  in  conseqnence  of  the  registry 
act.  So  a  man,  who  should  become  qualified,  by  living  in  the  State  two 
years,  between  the  time  the  assessors  meet  to  receive  the  proof  and  the 
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eleetion,  floeh  a  man  would  lose  his  vote  unconstitutionaUy.  A  maD» 
too,  vrho  thonld  n^lect  to  pay  his  taxes,  until  within  a  week  of  the  elec- 
tion, and  no  man  is,  in  order  to  vote,  by  the  Constitution,  to  pay  them 
sooner,  loses  his  vote.  The  operation  of  the  law  is  unjust  and  unconsti- 
tatioial. 

Mr.  BiDDLE,  of  Philadelphia,  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  detain  the 
foomittee,  at  this  time,  by  any  argument ;  but,  as  a  citizen  of  Philadel- 
phia, he  felt  himself  bound  to  state  that,  from  an  extensive  knowledge  of 
the  views  and  opinions  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  city,  on  the  subject,  he 
believed  that  the  registry  law  was  very  popular  with  a  large  majority  of  them. 
Hin  opinion  was,  that  its  practical  operation  had  been,  not  to  exclude  voteis 
from  the  polls,  but  to  facilitate  voting,  and  promote  tranquility  at  elections. 
The  two  or  three  elections,  preceding  the  passage  of  the  registry  law,  were 
diamced  by  tumult  and  violence,  and  by  the  exclusion  of  peaceful  voters, 
and  ihoBe  since  held,  had  been  as  much  distinguished  for  quietness  and 
order. 

Mr.  Stevens,,  of  Adams,  said,  that  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
would  introduce  no  new  principle  into  the  Constitution.  The  same  prin- 
ciple was  contained  now  in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  in  the  case  which  had 
been  mentioned,  that  principle  had,  in  no  respect,  been  violated.  Some 
gentlemen  here  seemed  to  take  great  delight  in  attacking  the  Legislature 
for  having  passed  certain  acts,  when  they  happened  to  be  in  a  minority  at 
the  time,  and  thus  travel  out  of  the  record  to  transcend  the  pow«rs  of  this 
body.  He  would  maintain,  that  there  was  no  soundness  in  the  doctrine 
contended  for,  that  the  registry  act  was  unconstitutional.  He  denied  that  it, 
or  any  oUier  which  they  had  passed,  was  of  that  character.  What,  he 
enquired,  was  the  registry  act  ?  It  was  an  act,  which  simply  pointed  out  the 
mode  of  ascertaining  who  were  entitled  to  the  elective  franchise,  within  a 
particular  district,  and  the  manner  in  which  the  election  should  be  held.— 
It  added  nothing  to  tlie  qualification  of  voters — it  took  away  no  man's 
light.  The  gentleman  from  Beaver  had  well  said,  that  several  laws  had, 
from  time  to  time,  been  passed,  regulating  the  elections  in  that  city,  and 
passed,  too,  in  the  hey-day  of  the  power  of  the  exclusive  friends  of  fiee* 
dom.  Before  this  registry  law  was  passed,  although  gentlemen  now 
seemed  lo  be  ignorant  of  the  fact,  disturbances,  outrages,  turbulence,  vio- 
lence, and  bloodshed,  pervaded  the  city  on  the  day  of  election.  Men  were 
shot,  and  murder  was  perpetrated  in  the  streets.  Every  one  knows  the 
fact — ^the  newspapers  of  all  parties  gave  the  sickening  details  at  the  time. 
For  the  purpose  of  preventing  such  disgraceful  scenes,  and  to  give  the 
honest  voters  a  chance  to  record  their  votes,  and  to  prevent  those  who  had 
no  right  to  vote,  the  registry  law  was  passed.  It  happened  to  be  passed 
by  a  Legislature  opposed  to  them  in  jiolilics,  and  this  was  the  only  reason 
why  they  objected  to  it.  That  was  enough  to  stamp  it  with  infamy  in 
their  opinion.  It  was  sufficient  cause  for  tiieir  opposition  that  it  was  not 
passed  by  themselves. 

There  might  be  many  reasons  adduced  why  a  registry  law  should  be 
in  operation  in  Philadelphia,  which  would  not  apply  to  the  county  of 
Adams.  Now,  he  would  ask,  what  was  the  practical  operation  of  that 
law  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts?  Why,  registry  was  passed  for  the 
city  of  Boston,  while  it  was  not  used  in  the  country.  There  was  nothing 
wiong  in  it.    The  people  in  cities  required  diifereni  regulations  from  those 

m  the  coQoues, 
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And  what,  he  would  enquire,  was  done  by  the  New  York  Conrention  ? 
In  the  Convention  which  assembled  in  the  State  of  New  York,  a  few 
years  since,  to  revise  the  Constitution,  a  proposition  was  submited 
to  insert  a  clause  in  the  new  Constitution,  ^ving  the  Legislature  power  to 
pass  a  registry  act. 

Was  it  done  by  those  who  were  not  Democrats  ?  Mr.  Van  Buren, 
who  was  a  member  of  that  Convention,  as  will  be  seen  by  the  Register  of 
Debates,  said  that  **  there  was  no  reasonfjr  insertina^  such  a  clause,  be- 
cause a  registry  of  votes  was  NO  PART  OF  THE  QUALIFICATION 
OF  A  VOTER  ''^.  Now,  what  would  these  gentlemen  say  ?  Dared 
they  ?  Would  they  impugn  the  sentiments  of  JVf  r.  Van  Buren  ?  They 
dared  not  do  it !  They  might  as  well  be  hanged.  Mr.  Van  Buren  haid 
settled  the  question  about  the  Constitutionalty,  and  we  should  hear  no 
more  about  it.  **  No  part  of  the  qualification  of  an  eUctor'\  says  Mr. 
Van  Buren.  This,  then,  was  high  authority,  andsettled  this  question. 
His  supporters  dare  not  caU  his  opinion  in  question. 

Mr.  Porter  here  gave  way  for  a  motion  to  adjourn,  and 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Reioart,  of  Lancaster, 
The  Convention  adjourned  till  4  o'clock. 


THURSDAY  AFTERNOON,  4  o'clock. 

The  committee  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole  on 
the  third  article  of  the  Constitution.  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  second  division  of  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  Sterigere  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Porter  resumed  '*  There  was,  in  one  of  the  Latin  authors  which 
he  read  at  school,  a  sentiment — **  Nullius  addictus  jurare  in  verba  magis- 
tri"— which  he  had  adopted  and  practised  on  through  life.  The  idea 
conveyed  by  this  sentiment  might  be  expressed  in  English  in  the  familiar 
phrase — *'  I  never  pin  my  faith  on  any  man's  sleeve  ";  and  this  would  be 
a  sufficient  reason  why  I  should  not  adopt  the  sentiment  ascribed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Adams  to  the  distinguished  citizen  now  at  the  head  of  our 
national  affairs,  unless  it  met  my  own  approbation.  But  there  really  must 
be  some  hopes  of  reformation  for  that  delegate,  since  he  begins  to  quote 
tom  so  good  a  source.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  all  the  acts  of  the  gentle- 
man quoted  will  equally  meet  the  approbation  of  the  delegate  from  Adams. 
I  do  not,  however,  understand  that  individual  to  have  asserted,  that  even  if 
the  Legislature  had  the  power  to  prescribe  the  registration  of  voters,  they 
would  have  a  right,  under  such  a  Constitutional  provision  as  we  have,  to 
declare  that  such  registry  should  be  the  only  and  conclusive  evidence  of 
the  right  or  want  of  right  of  the  citizens  to  vote.  I  have,  however,  in 
my  professional  advocations,  been  so  much  in  the  habit  of  consulting  the 
opinions  of  the  aged,  the  learned,  and  the  experienced,  that  I  seldom  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  any  subject  without  examination,  consultation,  and  re- 
flection ;  and  this  course  I  have  pursued  in  relation  to  the  matter  now  be- 
fore the  committee, 

I  understand  the  gendeman  from  Beaver»  (Mr.  Dickey)  as  well  as  the 
gei)t)eiu»a  from  Ifat^cswter,  (Mr.  Hkiqart,}  to  ny  that  tbii  registry  m 
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preseribed  no  new  qualification  to  the  voters  of  the  city  and  districts!  that 
It  merdj  iwdated  the  evidence  by  which  the  riffht  under  the  Constitution 
is  to  be  established :  and  the  former  gemtleman  has  asked  whether  the  act 
which  directs  the  elections  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia  to  be  opened  at  an 
eailier  hoor  in  the  day,  than  is  provided  for  the  rest  of  the  State,  is  also 
anooostitalional  ?  I  answer  him  that  it  is  not ;  because  it  places  no  res- 
tiidion  in  the  way  of  the  voter  exercising  his  right ;  it  merely  gives  him 
a  little  more  time,  that  the  right  may  be  freely  and  fully  exercised ;  and 
h  eonflicts  with  no  provision  of  the  Constitution :  it  is  an  analogous  pro* 
vision  to  those  which  create  convenient  election  districts. 

The  latter  gentleman  (Mr.  Reigart)  says,  that  nothing  in  the  way  of 
argument  has  been  adduced  to  show  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  act  in 
qneetioiH— nothing  but  bare  assertion.  I  have  no  desire  to  go  into  the  de- 
tails of  this  act :  1  had  not  intended  to  do  so :  but  as  the  gentleman  from 
Laneaeter  is  an  old  friend  of  mine,  and  one  who  will,  no  doubt,  feel  much 
gratified  in  bein|  convinced  on  this  subject,  I  will,  even  unwillingly,  go 
abont  the  work  for  his  edification.  [Mr.  Porter  here  went  into  an  exam- 
ination of  the  several  sections,  from  section  eighteen  to  section  thirty- 
five,  of  the  act  passed,  June  16, 1836,  showing  the  restrictions  it  imposed, 
and  how  difiTerent  they  were  from  the  provisions  of  the  general  election 
law,  and  how  much  more  onerous]. 

Mr.  PoBTBR  said  this  act  was  entitled  **  An  act  for  the  regulation  of  elec- 
tion districts,  and  for  other  purpo8ts*\  These  cabalistic  words,  **  for 
other  purposes**,  like  charity,  covered  a  multitude  of  sins,  and  no 
where  more  than  in  this  act.  It  was  one  of  the  log-rolling  acts  which  of 
late  years  had  grown  into  fashion  in  legislation,  and  which  it  was  high 
time  to  pot  a  stop  to.  This  act  commenced  with  establishing  some  elec- 
tion districts,  and  changing  the  houses  at  which  certain  elections  were 
held.  It  then  proceeded  with  the  registering  provisions,  and  provisions 
for  paying  for  property  destroyed  by  mobs — next  treated  of  city  and  county 
loans,  and  the  drawing  of  orders  on  the  treasury — then  it  created  commis- 
donera  of  a  certain  sinking  fund — directed  the  election  of  city  and  county 
treasurer— then  erects  another  election  district — then  directs  the  commis- 
sioners of  Indiana  county  to  execute  a  certain  deed — then  treats  of  borough 
elections  in  the  borough  of  Indiana,  and  the  settlement  of  the  borough  ac- 
eoonts ;  and  aAer  a  repealing  clause  of  all  conflicting  laws,  winds  up  with 
a  provision,  no  doubt  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Somerset,  (Mr. 
Cox)  for  changing  the  route  of  a  State  road  in  his  county.  In  this  oUa 
podrida  are  found  the  unconstitutional  provisions  of  which  I  complain. 
The  effect  of  this  law  is  to  restrain  and  restrict  the  right  of  suffrage.  It  is 
not  to  be  disguised,  for  the  fact  is  unquestionable,  that  one  of  the  leading 
characteristics  of  distinction  between  the  two  great  and  leading  politicsd 
parties  of  this  country,  when  we  had  parties  formed  on  principle,  was  the 
fact  that  the  federal  partv  was  for  restraining  the  right  of  sufirage— for 
restricting  the  rights  of  ue  people ;  while  the  democratic  party  was  for 
giving  the  largest  extent  to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  sufirage,  and  the 
greatest  latitude  to  the  rights  of  the  people.  This  act  was,  in  my  iudg- 
OBent,  passed  to  carry  out  the  sentiments  of  those  who  do  not  wisn  the 
right  of  snfirage  extended  to  all.  Such,  I  am  satisfied,  was  the  object  of 
its  author.  It  was  got  up  for  political  purposes,  to  produce  political  re- 
solti  that  coold  not  otherwise  be  attained.    Its  effect  is  to  give  advantages 
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to  the  rich  and  the  knowing,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  poor  lahorer*  whp, 
toiling  for  hte  daily  breadt  has  not  time  to  run  after  theae  registering  offi- 
cers aild  (heir  lista,  and  may  not  have  information  enough  to  study  out  the 
compUcated  provisions  of  this  law  ;  and  thus  it  tramples  under  foot  the 
rights  of  the  poor  and  the  humble.  This,  sir,  is  an  inequality  in  the  rights 
of  the  people,  contrary  to  the  genius  and  spirit  of  the  Constitution.  In 
truth,  the  injustice  and  unconstitutionality  of  the  registry  act  is  exhibited 
al  once  in  the  position,  I  trust  clearly  established,  that  I,  residing  in 
Northampton,  am  entitled  to  vote  under  a  given  state  of  facts,  whilst  my 
brother,  residing  in  one  of  the  districts  of  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  is 
not  entitled  to  vote  under  the  same  circumstances.  Can  this  be  other  than 
a  violation  of  that  provision  which  declares,  **  that  all  elections  shall  be 
free  and  equal'*?  I  put  this  to  the  common  sense  of  every  man  in  the  com- 
munity, and  I  defy  sophistry  or  casuistry  to  becloud  or  mistify  it. 

I  had  not  intended  to  go  into  the  details,  or  into  the  merits  of  this  same 
registry  act,  but  I  have  been  driven  into  it  by  the  course  pursued  by  the 
gentleman  from  Lancaster ;  and,  whilst  on  this  subject,  I  may  be  permited 
to  say,  that  there  was  much  indecent  haste  in  the^buse  of  the  power 
which  that  Legislature  unfortunately  possessed.  On  refering  to  the 
pamphlet  laws  of  that  session,  I  find,  that  on  the  1st  of  April,  1836,  the 
first  edition  of  this  registry  law  was  passed.  The  sections  40  to  51  of 
another  election  district  law,  found  at  page  442,  will  be  found  to  be  a 
system  of  registry^-the  first  they  tried.  Shortly  after  this  the  Legislature 
adjourned,  and  at  the  adjourned  session  in  June,  we  find  the  existing  pro- 
visions were  enacted,  repealing  the  former  even  before  they  had  been  tried 
in  practice.  Perhaps  the  current  of  public  opinion  had  pretty  plainly 
indicated  that  their  race  was  nearly  run,  and  feeling  that  they  had  mightf 
and  caring  little  for  right,  perfected  the  system  that  they  had  sprung  upon 
the  people,  without  their  knowledge  or  consent. 

The  bill  acknowledged  to  be  unjust,  and  requiring  essential  alterations 
to  make  it  work  even  tolerably  in  practice,  was  brought  up  at  the  last  session 
of  the  Legislature.  The  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature,  coming  fresh 
from  the  people,  with  great  unanimity,  repealed  the  obnoxious  provision. 
'*  The  Spartan  band'*,  in  the  Senate,  prevented  its  repeal,  and  it  continues 
to  be  imposed  on  the  people  yet. 

I  trust  I  have  now  satisfied  my  friend  from  Lancaster,  by  something  in 
the  shape  of  reason  and  argument,  and  that  I  may  look  for  his  conviction 
and  conversion.  In  reply  to  an  observation  of  the  gentleman  from  Aflams, 
as  to  attacking  the  Legislature,  I  can  only  say,  that  I  began  this  argument 
by  discussing  the  legsd  and  Constitutional  question.  The  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side,  have  drawn  the  Legislature,  and  the  propriety  or  impro- 
priety of  their  acts  and  motives,  into  question ;  and  if,  in  consequence,  I  have 
been  incidentally  driven  to  refer  to  them,  I  can  only  say,  they  have  richly 
deserved  all  they  got,  and  if  gentlemen  desired  to  push  the  matter  further, 
I  have  no  objection  to  meet  Siem,  and  give  them  more  of  it  to  their  hearts' 
content 

Mr.  Rbioart:  I  regret,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  necessity  which  obliges  me 
to  reply  to  the  arguments  of  the  delegate  from  Northampton.  I  did  sup- 
pose that  we  should  have  concluded  the  debate  this  morning,  before  the 
nour  of  adjournment  should  have  arrived ;  but  the  delegate,  having  then 
had  the  floori  has  thought  proper  to  lesume  the  debate  this  afternoon.    It 
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■lay,  therefore,  be  necessary  for  rae,  having  undertaken  the  task-  of  reply- 
ing to  lum  in  the  morning,  that  I  should  rid  myself  of  that  burden  as  I 
best  may  this  afternoon.  As  I  now  understand,  the  delegate  has,  for  the 
present,  abandoned  the  Constitutional  ground  which  he  assumed  this 
momiDg,  and  placed  the  act,  in  question,  on  the  ground  of  expediency. — 
This,  gifj  is  the  only  and  true  ground  on  which  to  place  this  question 
^Tif  trae,  it  is  not  the  legitimate  question  now  before  the  committee ;  yet, 
all  who  have  preceded  me,  have  assumed  great  latitude,  but,  as  my  more 
immediate  object  is  to  assail  the  positions  taken  by  the  delegate  from 
\orthampton,  I  will  content  myself  with  endeavoring  to  effect  that  object. 
tSir,  the  delegate  has  told  us,  that,  by  the  registry  act,  an  elector  may  be 
absent  for  a  few  weeks  from  Philadelphia,  and  return  on  the  eve  of  an 
election,  and,  his  name  not  being  in  the  registry,  he  is  deprived  of  a  vote. 
It  is  very  possible  that  such  a  case  may  occur — nay,  admit  that  it  has 
occured^-concede  to  the  delegate  all  he  asks,  and  what  is  the  result  ? — 
Has  the  absent  ^^lector  not  a  greater  chance  still  under  the  registry  act,  than 
he  had  before  it,  to  secure  his  vote  ?  Under  this  act,  the  list  of  voters  are 
published  for  some  time  previous  to  the  election.  The  crowded  county 
of  Philadelphia  abounds,  as  we  are  all  aware,  with  active  and  busy  poli- 
ticians, who  know  every  voter,  and  their  names  in  their  respective  blocks 
and  wards.  It  is  first  the  sworn  duty  of  the  assessors,  to  hunt  up  and 
ferret  out  every  taxable  inhabitant  in  their  respective  wards,  and  then,  it 
is  the  etpecial  business  of  the  busy  ward  and  block  politicians,  to  look 
into  the  published  registry,  and  search  for  the  names  of  their  political 
friends.  No  one  will,  1  presume,  deny  that  this  is  done  ?  Then,  in 
the  case  pu^  by  the  delegate,  of  an  absent  elector,  there  is  an  additional 
safeguard  fcr  the  security  of  the  right  of  suffrage  ?  The  delegate  does  not 
even  pretend  to  deny,  that  an  elector  not  absent,  can,  by  any  possibility  (short 
of  total  blind  "less)  lose  his  vote.  Such  elector  has  no  excuse,  except  his 
own  remi^ene^s,  and  that  of  his  friends,  to  urge,  if  he  should  forego  his 
right,  as  he  may  first  ex;) mine  the  registry  himself,  or  should  he  fail  to  do  so, 
his  friendf*  may  do  so  for  him.  Cases  of  omission,  whereby  the  elector 
loses  his  right  to  vote,  are  (as  they  necessarily  must  be)  "  few  and  far 
between".  The  hostility  to  this  law  must  arise  from  some  other  cause 
than  those  susr^^sted  here.  Permit  me  now,  sir,  to  examine  how  the  law 
stood,  formerly,  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  previous  to  this  obnoxious 
law,  and  how  it  stands  now.  In  all  other  parts  of  Pennsylvania,  the 
assessor  does  not  publish  any  printed  list  of  the  taxable  inhabitants  of  his 
district ;  it  is  no  where  exposed  to  public  view,  but  is  deposited  in  the 
office  of  the  County  Commissioners,  or  in  the  pocket  of  the  assessor. — 
Have  t^ie  people  of  the  interior,  as  the  law  now  stands,  the  same  facilities 
of  asceitaiuing  their  right  to  vote  as  the  people  of  that  district?  It  cannot 
be  pretended  that  they  have.  But,  the  delegate  from  Northampton,  has 
charged  one  party  of  his  fellow  citizens  with  having  always  endeavored  to 
restrain  the  nght  of  suffrage,  and  has  sung  the  praises  of  another  for  their 
repeated  .'ttempts  to  enlarge  that  right ;  but,  as  this  charge  is  vague  and 
rery  indefinite,  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  answer  it.  Does  he  mean  tlie 
whigB  or  the  tories  of  the  Revolution  ?  Does  he  mean  the  old  constitution- 
alists or  ami-constitutionalists?  Or,  does  he  mean  the  old  federal  or  demo- 
cratic parties  ?  [Here  Mr.  Porter  explained,  and  said,  thet  he  charged 
the  old  federal  party  with  having  entertained  these  viewsj.     Mr.  R.  then 
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^d,  I  rejoice  that  the  delegate  has  not  dared  to  charge  the  mat  demo- 
-cratic  anti-niasonic  party  of  Pennsylvania  with  entertaining  these  views. 
They  eontend  for  equal  rights  and  equal  piivileges — the  rights  of  freemen 
against  a  many  headed  monstei,  even  in  the  opinion  of  the  delegate  himself^ 
rise  superior  to  such  base  charges.  It  is  most  grievous,  indeed,  that  the  dele- 
fate  should  have  thought  proper  to  have  arraigned  the  motives  of  the  old  fede- 
ral party  in  this  way.  They  have  no  representation  as  such  here :  as  a  party 
they  have  long  since  gone  to  the  tomb  of  the  Capulets,  and  it  was  unkind 
in  that  delegate  to  have  raked  up  the  ashes  of  the  dead.  But  it  was  parti- 
cularly nnkmd.  But  it  was  more  particularly  unkind  in  that  delegate  to 
distnii)  the  ashes  of  the  poor  old  federal  party,  as  the  self  styled  great  de- 
mocratic family  of  Pennsylvania  are  led  on  by  those  once  the  most  dis- 
tinguished leaders  of  the  poor  old  federal  party.  This  small  attack  is, 
however,  justifiable  in  one  respect,  as  it  may  go  to  prove  the  sincerity  of  a 
new  convert,  and  to  obtain  him  a  more  immediate  admission  into  the  bosom 
of  the  great  democratic  family,  without  which  it  might  have  been  difficult 
to  have  obtained  that  resting  place. 

But  the  delegate  has  told  us  that  the  registry  act  was  passed  to  exclude 
the  poor  from  the  right  of  voting.  This  is  a  grave  and  serious  charge, 
gravely  made  in  a  deliberative  body,  and  the  delegate  should  be  called  on 
to  produce  his  proof,  and  if  he  cannot  produce  such  proof,  he  should  sink 
under  the  weight  of  it.  I,  however,  see  myself  surrounded  by  men,  older, 
abler,  and,  perhaps,  better  men  than  myself,  who  were  members  of  the  dif- 
ferent branches  of  that  Legislature  who  enacted  that  most  odious  law  of  all 
laws.  To  them  Heave  the  task  of  defending  themselves  against  this  odious 
charge. 

But,  sir,  this  charge,  I  apprehend,  was  not  made  in  sober  earnestness ; 
It  is  that  kind  of  argumcmt  which  is  intended  to  tickle  the  fancy  of  the 
tweet  fellows,  the  dear,  lovely,  and  beloved  people.  It  is  intended  to  show 
them  now  much  they  are  beloved  here,  and  how  far  we  will  go  to  serve 
the  dear  80vereie;n  people.  The  members  of  the  Legislature  need  not  trem- 
ble with  apprehension  at  the  denunciation  of  the  delegate ;  he  does  not 
intend  to  follow  the  charcre  by  proof.  It  is  made — that  is  quite  enough,  and 
will  answer  the  purpose  equally  well.  Allow  me,  sir,  to  inform  the  com- 
mittee (if  they  are  not  already  aware)  of  some  of  the  reasons  which,  I 
understand,  induced  that  Legislature  to  pass  this  law.  It  will  be  recollect- 
ed that,  a  few  years  ago,  at  the  election  polls  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia* 
were  enacted  scenes  disgraceful,  not  only  to  the  citizens  there,  but  discre- 
4litable  to  the  State.  That  fair  portion  of  our  State  was  desolated  by  mur- 
der, bloodshed,  conflagration  and  ruin.  Enfeebled  and  respectable  men 
were  openly  prevented  by  hired  bullies  and  emancipated  convicts  from 
depositing  their  votes.  The  infirm  were  held  in  dread  by  this  villanous 
.rabble  from  exercising  their  Constitutional  rights.  The  Legislature  of  the 
State,  sir,  weie  importuned  for  indemnity  by  those  who  had  lost  their  all 
by  the  conflagrations  perpetrated  by  a  blackguard,  villanous  crew  of  scoun- 
drels and  convicts,  who  delight  in  reducing  the  respectable  portion  of  the 
.community  to  beggar^',  as  they  cannot  hope  to  reduce  them  as  low  as 
themselves  in  the  scale  of  morality  and  virtue.  The  highest  commentary, 
sir,  on  the  ulility  of  the  present  law,  is,  that  during  the  tune  it  has  been 
in  operation,  we  have  heard  of  no  murders  at  the  polls,  no  conflagrations, 
no  riots,  or  disorders  of  any  kind :  all  have  the  opportunity  of  the  peacea- 
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hie  OBeicife  of  that  right  to  inestimable  to  freemen.  Would  that  the  Legis- 
Uire  bid  extended  the  provisions  of  this  law  to  every  city  and  incorporated 
boTongli  in  this  Commonwealth. 

The  delegrate  has  told  us,  that  this  most  odions  of  all  odious  laws  was 
repeiJed  last  session  by  the  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature,  almost  by 
-aMlimaiion ;  but  the  Spartan  Senators  had  withstood  its  repeal.  He  has 
Slid  so  truly,  most  truly  said.  'Tis  also  true,  sir,  that  invincible  body  on 
more  occasions  than  one,  during  the  last  session,  arrested  the  mad,  head- 
long career  of  the  popular  branch.  Yes,  sir,  on  more  occasions  than  one 
have  that  Spartan  band  stood  between  the  rights  of  the  people  and  the  mad 
infuriated  zeal  of  the  infatuated  party  zealots  of  the  lower  branch ;  and  for 
which  they  deserve  the  thanks  of  every  true  friend  of  civil  liberty,  and  of 
every  friend  of  law  and  order.  Yes,  sir,  and  the  delegate  has  told  us,  too» 
that  the  Legislature  of  1835-6  made  use  of  their  short-lived  power,  and 
that  it  had  departed,  never  to  return.  On  that  point,  sir,  let  me  say  to 
that  delegate,  that  the  time  has  now  arrived  when  the  healthful  intelligence 
of  truth  has  diffused  itself  among  the  hills  and  the  valleys  of  this  glorious 
Commonwealih.  When  an  intelligent  people  are  aware  of  the  great  politi- 
cal results  which  have  been  obtained,  and  are  still  to  be  obtained,  by  an 
adherence  to  the  pure  principles  of  liberty  and  equality,  and  that  the  time 
is  passed  away  when  the  diadems,  sceptres,  mitres,  and  all  the  insignia  of 
speculative  free  masonry  can  dazzle  an  emancipated  people. 

Mr.  DoRAN,  of  Philadelphia,  said  he  had  listened  to  a  great  deal  which 
had  been  said  concerning  the  Constitutionality  of  the  registry  act,  but  in 
all  the  wide  range  which  the  debate  had  taken,  he  had  heard  no  gentleman 
give  an  opinion  as  to  its  origin.  One  gentleman  had  regarded  it  as  a 
Massachusetts  invention ;  and  one  had  stated  that  it  originated  with  the 
President  of  the  United  States ;  while  another  insisted  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  all  those  gentlemen  who  were  of  the  same  party  as  Mr.  Van  Burbn,  to 
support  it.  He  did  not  think  the  registry  act  was  of  American  invention. 
It  neither  owed  its  origin  to  Massachusetts  nor  New  York.  If  his  memo- 
ry did  not  deceive  him,  it  was  of  English  invention,  got  up  by  the  Dukb 
of  W  BI.LINGTON,  to  put  down  the  forty  shilling  freeholders,  because  it  was 
the  policy  of  the  dominant  party  to  break  down  the  strength  of  the  poor 
men.  It  was  the  invention  of  Wellington  and  Peale,  intended  to  ope- 
rate on  the  forty  shilling  freeholders  of  Ireland,  who  were  too  patriotic  to 
be  swayed  into  a  subserviency  to  the  Government.  You  know,  sir,  or 
may  have  heard,  how  matters  have  been  carried  on  in  Ireland,  and  what 
measures  have  been  on  the  tipis  to  prevent  the  honest  expression  of  pub- 
lic opinion.  By  an  act  passed  some  twenty  or  thirty  years  ago,  it  was  in 
the  power  of  any  forty  shilling  freeholder  to  vote,  and  when  Daniel 
O'CoNNELL  was  a  candidate,  there  was  not  one  of  these  forty  shilling  free- 
holders who  did  not  vote  for  that  gentleman,  to  carry  out  the  principles 
which  he  has  since  so  ably  discussed.  The  minority  then  thought  it 
poliiie  to  hack  down  these  freeholders ;  and  how  did  they  go  to  work  to 
elTcci  iheir  object  ?  By  concocting  this  very  registry  act,  which  was  to 
take  phce,  a  limited  period  before  the  elections,  that  the  landlords  might 
have  lime  to  goround  to  endeavor  to  work  by  bribery  or  persuasion.  That 
wds  the  history  of  the  registry  act,  as  introduced  by  the  tories  in  Great 
Britain,  and  that  is  the  act  which  was  introdued  here.  He  was  not  afraid 
lo  stand  up  on  this  floor,  in  relation  to  his  history  of  this  act.     If  we  take 
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up  the  regittiy  act  introduced  by  Pealb,  the  high  toiy  champion  England, 
we  diall  find  oure,  verbatim  et  Kteraiumj  a  copy  of  that  act,  intmluced' 
here  to  abridge  the  elective  franchise.     No  conservative,  here  or  there, 
could  have  devised  a  more  ingenious  scheme  to  defeat  the  expression  of 
the  public  voice.    Such  was  the  oriein  of  the  act. 

It  had  been  said  that  this  law  did  not  operate  to  exclude  any  resident 
.and  qualified  citizen  from  the  polls,  and  that  it  did  not  limit  the  right  of 
BufTrage.  But  he  said  that  it  did ;  and  that  it  was  framed  for  the  purpose 
of  restricting  the  power  of  the  democracy  in  the  city  and  county  of  Phila- 
delphia. The  law  required  all  to  be  registered,  the  rich  and  the  poor. 
But  was  it  the  duty  of  the  assessor  to  see  that  all  were  registered?  It 
was  said  that  the  law  required  the  assessor  to  go  round  twice  and 
register  all  the  individuals  in  the  city  and  county,  and  it  tlius  afibrded  an 
opportunity  for  each  roan  to  go  and  see  that  his  name  was  registered.  How 
did  tliis  operate  in  fact?  When  the  assessors  went  round,  the  laboring 
men  were  necessaiily  and  of  course  absent  from  their  iionies,  engaged  in 
providing  subsistence  for  themselves  and  their  families;  and  not.  finding  the 
men  at  home,  they  did  not  go  again.  When  the  election  came  on,  these 
men  appeared  to  vote,  and  were  spumed  from  the  ballot  boxes.  They 
were  told  their  names  were  not  on  the  register,  and  that,  therefore,  they 
had  no  right  to  vote.  These  poor  men  were  thus  compelled  to  return  to 
their  families  in  shame  and  contempt.  But  how  was  it  with  the  rich  man  ? 
The  gold  and  silver  door  plate,  with  name,  was  enough,  and  there  was  no 
danger  that  the  assessor  wduld  overlook  that.  This  was  the  effect  of  the 
law  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  How  it  was  in  the  city  he  would  not 
undertake  to  say.  He  would  not  meddle  with  its  concerns.  In  the  coun- 
ty, if  the  poor  and  laboring  man  was  not  at  home,  M'hcn  the  assessor  call- 
ed, he  lost  his  vote.  Men  who  had  been  residents  of  the  county,  and 
paid  a  county  tax  for  forty  or  fifty  years,  were  thus  deprived  of  the  right 
of  voting.  He  had  known  instances  also  in  which  soldiers  of  the  revolu- 
tion, and  of  the  late  war,  men  who  had  gallantly  fought  for  their  country, 
were  rejected  and  refused  the  privilege  of  voting,  because  the  assessors 
had  wilfully  neglected  to  register  them.  What  was  its  effect  in  regard  to 
its  other  professed  objects  ?  Did  it  prevent  illegal  votes  from  being  re- 
ceived ?  Not  at  all.  It  excluded  more  legal  than  it  did  illegal  votes. 
Many  illegal  votes  were  received  under  it.  Persons  who  had  neither  re- 
aided  six  months  in  the  county  nor  paid  a  tax,  were,  registered,  and  voted. 
Again,  he  had  heard  gentlemen  say  that  the  law  was  made  to  prevent  riots 
at  the  polls,  and  that  it  had  produced  this  effect;  that  it  had  restored  peace 
to  the  windows,  and  enabled  the  aged  and  infirm  to  vote  ;  all  tliis  he  de- 
nied. In  Philadelphia  county  it  was  no  such  thing.  If  the  elections 
were  now  conducted  more  peaceably  there,  it  was  becuuse  additional  win- 
dows had  been  opened,  and  free  access  given  to  tlie  polls:.  This  was  the 
cause  of  the  quiet  and  peace  which  now  attended  the  elections  there.  For- 
merly, there  were  two  windows  only,  and  as  all  the  votes  were  to  be 
polled  within  a  certain  time,  the  polls  could  not  be  reached  without  peril 
of  life  and  limb.  An  act  was  passed  with  the  concurenco  of  all  parties, 
opening  four  windows,  two  on  the  eastern  and  two  on  the  western  side. 
No  man  had  ever  pretended,  heretofore,  to  say,  that  the  calm  which  now 
prevails  at  the  polls  was  owing  to  the  registry.  That  could  have  no  effect 
upon  the  matter.  Every  one  knows  that  it  was  entirely  owing  to  the  act 
which  made  the  polls  easier  of  access. 
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What  be  asked,  wss,  the  object  of  the  act  He  was  not  going  to 
mince  nattera.  He  was  here  as  the  representative  of  the  people,  and  he 
intended  Co  express  his  opinion  freely.  He  was  not  to  be  deceived  with 
the  idea  that  this  gerrymandering  act  was  intended  to  extend  and  guard  the 
right  oTsaffrage.  There  were  men  here  who  would  say,  in  sincerity,  that 
it  was  designed  for  the  protection  of  the  aged  and  infiim,  iCnd  to  allow  them 
to  roce  in  quiet.  But  the  real  object  of  the  act  was,  to  preserve  the  political 
power  of  the  State  in  the  hands  of  the  minority,  where  accident  had  then 
placed  it.  It  was  a  party  measure.  All  the  democrats,  he  was  happy  to 
say,  voted  against  it.  It  was  got  up  by  the  minority  members  of  the  lower 
House,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Senate,  and  for  the  purpose  of  preserv- 
ing the  power  of  that  minority.  All  know  this.  The  people  know  it.  It 
was  not  intended  to  benefit  the  dear  people,  but  it  was  concocted  by  wily 
and  cunning  politicians,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  themselves  in 
power.  He  would  like  to  see  the  man  here  who  would  say  that  he  would 
mpport  such  a  law,  in  reference  to  the  whole  State  ;  or  that  the  act  was 
intended  to  have  any  effect  generall3%  and  any  where  else  than  in  the  city 
and  county  of  Philadelphia.  Would  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster,  or  the 
gentleman  from  Adams,  say  that  they  voted  for  the  law  in  reference  to 
their  own  counties,  or  that  they  would  vote  for  such  a  law  in  regard  to  them  t 
If  they  did,  it  would  nullify  them  forever,  as  public  men,  at  home.  The 
fanners  would  say  that  it  was  a  pretty  thing  that,  before  they  could  have 
the  right  of  voting,  they  should  be  obliged  to  go  and  hunt  up  an  assessor, 
and  see  that  their  names  were  registered. 

He  had  not  intended  to  say  any  thing  on  this  subject,  and,  for  some 
timc«  he  had  taken  little  part  in  the  debates  ;  but,  when  an  attack,  which 
had  no  foundation  in  truth,  was  made,  through  the  registry  act,  upon  the 
county  of  Philadelphia,  he  could  no  longer  hold  his  peace :  and,  though  the 
matter  was  a  digression  from  the  subject  properly  before  the  committee,  he 
felt  bound  to  rise  and  repel  the  charge,  as  he  had  done,  but  in  a  manner 
temperate  and  respectful  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  Dickey  said  he  was  a  member  of  the  Legislature  when  the  registry 
art.  which  h.id  been  so  much  complained  of,  was  passed.  He  was  one  of 
those  members  of  the  Legislature  who  twice  voted  for  the  act,  and  he 
thought  he  understood  its  object  and  effect.  The  gentleman  from  Northamp- 
ton did  great  injustice  to  the  Legislature,  when  he  said  that  they  passed  this 
act  to  disfranchise  any  portion  of  the  citizens  of  the  State.  That  gentleman 
cerL'iinly  did  not  remember  the  provisions  of  the  law,  or  he  would  not  so 
much  misrepresent  its  character  and  objects.  He  recommended  it  to  the 
gentleman  again  to  read  the  act,  for  the  purpose  of  refreshing  his  memory. 
So  far  from  disfranchising  any  one  was  that  law,  that  it  extended,  securedy 
and  promoted  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  suffrage.  While  it  guarded  the 
right  from  fraud,  and  closed  the  door  to  spurious  votes,  it  extended  the  fran- 
chise to  all  who  were  entitled  to  exercise  it,  and  even  provided  measuree 
for  bringing  all  resident  citizens  within  the  franchise.  The  act  made  it  the 
duty  of  the  assessors  to  go  around,  before  the  election,  and  see  that  all  who 
were  entitled  to  vote  were  placed  upon  the  tax  lists.  Did  not  this  measure 
tend  to  increase  the  number  of  voters,  and  to  secure  the  right  to  all,  even  to  ^ 
those  who,  themselves,  might  be  neglectful  of  it?  It  provides  that  the  regia- 
ter  shall  bf*  furnished  with  the  tax  lisU  of  the  assessors,  and  thataflerwaras, 
the  register  shall  go  around  again  and  see  that  every  man's  name  is  placed 
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upon  the  registry.  Wat  not  thie  an  extenjnon  of  the  right  of  suffirage !  ft 
prorided  against  any  omissions  which  might  occur  through  the  neglect  of 
the  assessors ;  and  did  not  this  tend  to  promote  the  exercise  of  the  rights 
of  suffrage  ?  The  act  further  provides  that  the  assessors,  with  their  double 
lists,  sh^  go  round  again,  and  see  that  every  man  has  been  assessed,  and 
that  they  shall  give  notice,  in  all  places,  of  the  assessment,  so  that  every 
poor  man  may  have  the  op[>ortunity  to  be  assessed,  or  that  a  friend  may 
do  it  for  him.  Was  not  this  a  great  advantage?  and  did  it  not  tend  to 
increase  the  number  of  voters  ?  Was  all  this  done,  in  any  other  county,  to 
guard  against  the  omission  of  any  names  on  the  tax  lists  t  Public  notice 
was  given  in  the  most  public  places  that  the  inspectors  and  judges  would 
meet  to  correct  the  lists  so  made  out,  and  these  lists  are  printed  and  pasted 
up  in  all  public  places,  and  then  any  names  which  have  been  omitted  may 
still  be  received.  Could  any  thing  be  more  fully  equal  and  impartial  ? 
Could  any  better  system  be  devised  for  securing  and  promoting  the  exer- 
cise of  the  light  of  suffrage  ?  What  right,  then,  has  the  gentleman  from 
Northampton  to  say  that  the  registry  law  was  intended  to  disfranchise  per- 
sons entitled  to  vote  ?  All  these  provisions  of  the  act  went  to  show  that 
it  had  a  very  different  object.  Its  object  was  to  secure  from  corruption  and 
fraud  the  elective  franchise. 

It  was  stated  and  not  denied  in  the  legislative  halls,  and  it  would  not  b» 
.  denied  here,  that  frauds  innumerable  had  been  committed  on  the  franchise^ 
both  in  the  city  and  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  It  was  asseited  that  the 
ballots  were  carried  off  and  withheld,  and  that  the  inspectors  and  judges 
of  the  elections,  where  numbers  were  deficient,  either  supplied  what  was 
wanting  on  one  side,  or  abstracted  the  excess  on  the  other  side.  It  was> 
stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Legislature  that  voters  were  imported  from  other 
districts,  and  even  from  other  States,  to  carry  the  election.  The  registry 
act  prevented  this  importation  of  voters,  and  that  was  the  cause  of  the 
clamor  against  it.  That  was  the  secret  of  this  opposition  to  the  regis- 
try act,  that  it  prevented  the  importation  of  voters,  and  the  introduction  of 
spurious  and  fradulent  votes.  Why,  sir,  it  was  but  the  other  day,  that 
in  conversing  with  a  gentleman  about  the  probable  result  of  the  election 
for  Congress  in  the  third  district,  which  is  soon  to  take  place,  I  was  told,. 
that  as  the  registry  law  was  not  applicable  to  the  election  m  the  third  dis- 
trict and  as  it  had  been  decided  that  it  was  inapplicable  to  a  special  elec- 
tion, the  result  was  very  doubtful,  for  it  depended  upon  the  number  of 
voters  that  each  party  might  import.  The  party  that  succeeded  in  import- 
ing the  greatest  number  of  voters  would  probably  carry  their  candidate. 
Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  correct  this  abuse  ?  Was  it  not 
their  duty  to  make  the  elections  free  and  equal  ?  Was  it  proper  to  use 
frauds  at  the  polls,  and  through  fraudulent  elections  of  representatives,  and 
of  Governor,  and  President,  to  defeat  the  will  of  the  majority  of  the 
qualified  electors  ?  The  registry  act  was  necessary  not  only  to  preserve 
the  rights  of  honest  men  and  legal  voters  in  the  city  and  county  of  Phila- 
delphia, but  the  rights  of  every  man  in  the  Commonwealth,  which,  at 
every  general  election,  were  hazarded  by  the  number  of  illegal  votes  taken 
in  the  city  and  county.  The  object  of  the  registry  act  was  to  render  the 
elections  free,  pure  and  equal.  It  gave  every  man  in  the  districts  an  op- 
portunity of  registering  himself,  and  it  ffave  to  every  one  a  chance  to  see 
that  he  himself  and  every  one  else  was  duly  qualified  as  an  elector,  by  be- 
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in^  placed  eilfaer  upon  the  mrif  try  or  the  tax  lists.  The  assessors  were 
f worn  to  peiiomi  their  duty  faithfully,  and  they  could  not,  as  had  been  al- 
leged, deprive  any  one  of  a  right  to  vote.  It  required  double  lists  to  be 
carefuWy  made  out  and  published,  and  it  obliged  the  assessors  togo  around^ 
and  see  that  every  one  was  duly  registered  and  assessed.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  any  person  entitled  to  vote  had  been  disfranchised  through  this 
act,  bvi  he  did  believe  that  some  foreign  imported  voters  lost  their  oppor* 
tunilT  of  voting  in  consequence  of  it. 

TTie  act  had  in  view  the  prevention  of  fraud  by  the  inspectors,  and  the 
exdnsion  of  imported  voters.  The  New  Jerseymen,  brought  down  in 
crowds,  by  the  railroad,  at  every  election,  and  Uie  New  Yorkers,  and 
others,  were  prevented  from  voting,  and  from  carrying  an  election,  in  op* 
position  to  the  will  of  the  freemen  of  Pennsylvania.  This  was  the  object 
of  the  law,  and  it  had  this  effect.  What  honest  man  was  there,  in  the 
whole  Commonwealth,  who  did  not  wish  to  keep  out  voters  from  abroad  t 
As  a  further  means  of  securing  the  purity  and  peace  of  elections,  this  law 
provided  penalties  for  fraud  at  the  polls,  and  for  opening  an  additional 
window  for  the  accommodation  of  voters.  At  the  last  election,  no  old 
men,  nor  invalids,  were  prevented  from  giving  their  votes  by  a  disorderly 
and  riotous  crowds.  Much  bloodshed  had  been  prevented,  and  the  elections 
were  conducted  with  quiet  and  order,  in  consequence  of  the  registry  act. 
He  voted  for  that  law,  and  he  was  proud  of  it.  He  felt  proud  in  having- 
had  the  opportunity  to  give  a  vote,  which  had  prevented  so  much  cor- 
raption.  The  genUeman  from  Northampton  said,  that  the  repeal  of  this 
law,  at  the  last  session,  was  prevented  by  a  Spartan  band  in  the 
Senate.  He  would  predict  to  the  gentleman,  and  he  called  upon  him  to 
mark,  that  this  Spartan  band  would  prevent  the  repeal  of  that  law  for 
seven  years  to  come.  That  Spartan  band  would  retain  the  field  in 
triumph,  long  after  the  great  VanBuren  demociatic  party,  of  which  the 
gentleman  was  once  the  victim,  and  had  now  become  the  big  gun,  had 
dwindled  away  into  utter  insignificance.  That  Spartan  band  would  be 
sustained  by  the  people  of  this  Commonwealth,  and  would  be  the  rallying 
point  of  freemen,  in  the  approaching  struggles  with  the  great,  but 
now  decaying  party  to  which  the  gentleman  had  so  recently  become  at- 
tached, and  which  it  was  not  in  the  power  even  of  his  ability  to  sustain* 
That  great  democratic  party,  with  the  great  Magician  at  his  head,  would, 
at  another  election,  be  in  the  minority.  [Mr.  Porter.  Doubtful].— 
Parties  were  changing.  The  popular  will  had  prepared  the  way  for  a 
hero— not  him  of  New  Orleans,  but  for  another  hero,  who  would  carry 
through  the  principles  which  he  brought  with  him  into  the  Presidential 
o^ce.  Even,  at  the  last  election,  the  boasted  democratic  party  came  off' 
with  the  meagre  majority  of  four  thousand,  and  four  years  more  would 
bring  it,  and  those  who  follow  its  fortunes,  into  utter  insignificance. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  rose  to  reply  to  the  delegate  from 
Beaver.  He  said  it  was  fortunate,  as  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  operated 
on  the  high-pressure  principle,  that  an  opportunity  had  been  afforded  him 
to  let  off  a  little  of  his  spare  steam,  or  there  might  have  been  danger  of  an 
explosion.  The  democratic  'party  ought  to  be  very  thankful,  if  the  gen- 
tleman IB  correct  in  calling  me  the  big  gun,  that  they  have  succeeded  in 
getting  so  large  a  gun  in  exchange  for  the  gun,  big  or  little,  which  they 
lost  in  the  per^m  of  the  delegate  from  Beaver ;  for  it  so  happened,  that. 
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about  the  time  my  old  friends,  the  democrats^  and  myself  got  together 
again^  the  delegate  from  Beaver  and  some  of  his  friends  who  had  been 
very  solicitous  to  get  me  back  into  the  ranks,  deserted  to  the  enemy.  The 
delegate  from  Lancaster  says,  there'  is  no  representative  of  federalism 
here  ;  that  all  is  now  pure  democratic  antimasonry.  This  may  be  so,  as 
it  regards  some  places ;  but  I  scarcely  think  it  will  suit  some  of  my 
worthy  and  estimable  friends  who  are  not  ashamed  of  the  old  fashioned 
name  of  federalism  ;  and  I  am  sorry  that  my  friend  from  Lancaster  should 
have  abjured  his  ancient  name,  and  the  faith  of  his  fathers,  in  form^ 
whilst  he  has  not,  perhaps,  departed  from  them  in  feeling.  I  have  lived 
long  enough  to  have  seen  many  queer  things,  and  among  the  queerest  of 
them  is,  the  chamelion-like  facility  with  which  party  politicians  can 
change  their  hues  and  name.  My  earliest  recollections  carry  me  back  to 
the  years  1799  and  1800,  when  we  knew  no  other  names  than  democrats 
and  federalists.  The  leading  characteristic  of  these  parties  I  have  already 
stated  on  this  floor.  A  portion  of  the  old  federal  party,  thirteen  in 
number,  composed  the  majority  of  the  Senate  of  Pennsylvania  in  Novem- 
ber, 1800,  when  the  Legislature  was  convened  to  enact  a  law  for  the 
choice  of  electors  of  President  and  Vice  President.  A  bill  passed 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  choice  of  those  electors,  by 
joint  meeting  of  the  two  houses.  When  it  came  into  Senate,  they 
altered  the  bill,  so  that  the  House  of  Representatives  should  choose 
etg^  and  the  Senate  seven  electors,  thus  giving,  in  fact,  but  one 
vote  for  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  election  of  President 
and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  when  the  preceding  guber- 
natorial and  representative  elections  in  1799  and  1800,  had  given 
conclusive  evidence  that  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the  State  were  favor- 
able to  Jefferson  and  Burr,  the  democratic  candidates.  The  Senate 
was  then  composed  of  twenty-four  members,  thirteen  ol  whom,  as  I  have 
said,  were  federalists,  and  eleven  were  democrats.  The  majority  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  were  democrats.  The  majority  of  the  Senate 
were  lauded  by  their  partizans  for  thus  standing  between  the  voice  of  the 
people  and  their  own  wishes,  and  denominated  *'  the  Spartan  Band". 
And  it  wai»  for  the  similarity  bctweei.  th(>ir  conduct  and  that  of  the  ma- 
jority  of  the  late  Senate  of  Pennsylvania,  that  1  denominated  the  latter  by 
the  same  appellation.  That  Spartan  Band  soon  died  a  natural  death,  and 
were  never  heard  of  again  in  Pennsylvania ;  and,  if  1  mistake  not,  the 
same  fate  awaits  their  recent  imitators. 

We  knew  no  other  names  but  triumphant  democracy  and  prostrate  fede- 
ralism, from  1800  to  1805,  when  the  mass  of  the  democratic  party  cast 
off  Thomas  M'Kean,  and  nominated  Simon  Snyder  for  Governor  of 
Pennsylvania.  The  office-holders  and  their  friends  who  had  acted  with 
the  democratic  party,  desirous  of  holding  on  to  the  loaves  and  fishes, 
organized  themselves  as  the  *'  Constitutional  republicans*',  and  federalism 
hitched  on  to  tkem,  and  aided  them  in  re-electing  Thomas  M'Kean, 
whose  administration  thenceforward  might  be  esteemed  essentially  as 
federal. 

In  1808,  the  democratic  party  rallied,  and,  by'an  overwhelming  majority 
elected  Simon  Snyder,  over  James  Ross,  the  federal,  and  John  Spayd,  the 
ConstituUonal  republican ;  or,  as  the  democrats  then  called  the  party,  *'the 
quid*\  candidate  for  Governor.     A  certain  portion  of  the  democratic  party 
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dinppointed  in  their  ezpeetetioiui  of  office  and  influence  under  60- 
▼emoT  8mtder»  anii  seceded  under  the  denomination  of  the  old  school 
party,  ttaaj  of  whom,  with  the  federal  party,  were  opposed  to  the  admin- 
istraUOB  of  the  General  Goyemment  daring  the  war,  and  supported  Dewit 
Glintcw,  the  pence  party  candidate  for  President 

Id  1817,  these  same  gentlemen  and  the  federal  party,  under  the  denomi- 
nation of  **  indt>p«.'ndent  republicans'%  unsuccessfully  supported  General 
HiESTBR,  in  opposition  to  William  Findlat,  Esq.,  for  Governor.  But, 
haring  received  an  aug^mentation  of  strength  from  the  disappointed  office- 
ituoters,  and  the  unpropitiousness  of  the  times,  they  were,  in  1820,  suc- 
cessful in  defeating  the  democratic  candidate  by  a  small  majority,  and 
elected  C^neral  Hiestsr,  Governor.  In  1823,  the  democratic  party,  hav- 
ing kissed  and  made  friends,  united  their  strength,  and  elected  J.  Andrew 
Shvlze  by  a  triumphant  majority,  over  Andrew  Grego,  the  candidate  of 
the  opposition.  There  was  little  party  feeling  in  the  election,  and  stiU 
less  in  the  re-election  of  Mr.  Monroe  as  President.  In  1824,  the  old  usa- 
ges of  party  seemed  broken  up,  and  the  party,  being  left  without  can- 
didates selected  in  the  usual  manner,  scattered  their  support  among  various 
individuals. 

On  that  occasiii,  I  was  found  among  those  who  supported  Henrt 
Clay,  and  have  never  had  cause  to  regret  my  having  done  so.  It  was  not 
my  fortune  at  any  time  to  have  supported  the  election  of  General  Jackson, 
a  circumstinre  for  which  I  have  never  reproached  myself.  In  all  the  sub- 
sequent Presidential  elections,  until  the  last,  I  found  myself  separated  from 
many  of  the  democratic  friends  with  whom  I  had  previously  acted.  I  had 
belonged  during  ttiat  time  to  a  very  respectable  party  called  *'  the  national 
republicans*'.  But  they  having  become  .lost,  or  merged  in  some  new 
party,  I  found  myself  almost  alone.  I  must  either  have  stood  still,  until, 
in  the  revolution  of  years,  my  old  friends  were  brought  back  to  me,  or  I 
became  persuaded  again  to  action  by  the  arguments  and  solicitudes  of  my 
old  friends — anions  the  most  anxious  and  strenuous  of  whom,  were  my 
friend  from  Beaver,  and  some  gentlemen  then  acting  and  afterwards  desert- 
in*?  with  hitn. 

Now  It  fli-eniR,  th  it  ^ood  old  honest  federalism  is  to  be  shutHed  off  the 
9i:^ze.  iind  ii:i  place  .sup{>lied  by  some  of  the  modem  nonienclatured parties. 
DemmTAcy,  however,  has  gained  a  signal  triumph.  All  must  now  muster, 
and  all  must  tis^ht  under  her  broad  banner — a  just,  but  io  some,  a  humilia- 
ting tribute  to  the  right  and  capacity  of  the  people  for  self-government. 
We  have  now  nothing  but  democracy— in  name  I  mean.  The  old  party 
names  are  laid  aside,  and  you  find  all  the  newspapers  now  headed  '*Demo- 
craiii"  Reporters",  **  DtMuocratic  State  Journals'*,  "  Democratic  Gazettes'*, 
and,  bless  the  mark,  "  Democratic  Anti-Masonic"  papers.  We  have  Demo- 
criiic  WhiflT^,  too:  and,  to  cap  the  climax,  we  have  had  a  Convention  held 
here  called  *'  The  Democratic  Republican  Anti-Masonic  State  Conven- 
tion", whose  proceedings  have  been  laid  before  us,  at  the  head  of  which 
we  find  my  most  worthy  and  estimable  **  democratic  friend"  from  Adams, 
(Mr.  M*8herrv).  Now,  I  know  where  to  find,  and  I  respect  an  old  fede- 
ralist, although  we  differ  —because  I  know  we  differ  honestly.  I  find  him 
an  honest,  open  hearted,  gentlemanly  and  independent  man,  of  proud, 
yet  mostly  pleasant  bearing,  who  generally  does  not  stoop  to  little  matters, 
leaving  ihMt  part  of  the  work  to  be  done  by  their  less  elevated  allies  and 
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the  new  converts.  Bui  these  new-fangled  shreds  and  patches,  the  faotioni 
and  fragments  of  factions,  I  cannot  commune  with,  nor  understand ;  and  I 
only  regret  to  find  my  worthy  and  high-minded  federal  friends  sometimes 
becoming  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water  to  such  factions.  As  to 
Anti-Masonry,  I  know  little  of  it ;  and  care  less  about  it.  This  much  I 
know,  that,  having  no  principle  for  its  basis,  it  need  not  alarm  us  by  any 
fears  of  its  duration. 

The  delegate  from  Beaver  having  repudiated  democracy,  must,  to  prove 
the  sincerity  of  his  conversion,  depreciate  her,  and  prophecy  her  downfall. 
In  this  he  will  find  his  mistake,  as  he  has  in  most  other  matters ;  and  I 
would  advise  him  to  be  a  little  cautious  in  what  he  says ;  for  if,  in  a  course 
of  years,  he  comes  begging  his  way  back  to  demociacy,  he  may  find  his 
present  denunciations  in  the  way  of  his  re-admission.  This  thing  of  strict 
consistency,  in  all  the  details  of  politics  in  the  present  day,  is  rather  a  rare 
virtue,  and  one  which  not  every  one  can  boast ;  and  if  we  go  into  a  strict  inves- 
tigation of  the  subject,  it  will  be  found  to  be  rather  a  sore  business  for  more 
than  one  of  the  would-be  great  men  of  the  present  day.  This  observation 
is  a  general  one,  and  it  may  fall  where  it  hits ;  and  whoever  it  fits  can  make 
the  application  to  his  particular  case. 

I  had  originally  argued  this  question  in  a  legitimate  and<iegular  manner, 
as  a  violation  of  the  Constitution.  To  this,  gentlemen  have  carefully 
abstained  from  replying,  but  have  digressed  and  introduced  extraneous  mat- 
ter, arguing  about  the  expediency  of  the  act  in  question,  and  endeavouring 
to  justify  the  motives  of  those  who  passed  it.  My  position  remains 
untouched  and  unanswered,  and  I  challenge  all  the  talent  and  all  the  inge- 
nuity of  the  other  side  to  answer  it  if  they  can.  It  is  this — "  The  Consti- 
tution declares  that  all  elections  shall  be  free  and  equal.  It  specifies  certain 
things  as  qualifications  of  electors.  A  freeman  in  one  part  of  the  State  is 
entitled  to  vote  under  these  provisions.  By  the  operation  of  this  regisyy 
act,  another  freeman  in  a  different  part  of  the  State,  under  precisely  similar 
circumstances,  is  excluded  from  exercising  the  right  of  sufirage.  Such  a 
law  is  a  violation  of  the  Constitution,  and  an  encroachment  on  the  rights  of 
the  citizen^'. 

But  it  seems  that  the  observation  I  made,  that  this  registry  law  is  calcu- 
lated to  prejudice  the  poor  and  to  trample  their  risrhts  under  foot,  has  met 
the  special  reprobation  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  and  allusion  has 
been  made  sncerinirly  and  contemptuously  to  the  terms  ^*  the  people",  and 
they  are  call»:d  *'  the  dear  people".  There  is  no  man  living  who  more 
heartily  condemns  the  unworthy  arts  of  demagogues,  and  the  low  and  gro- 
velling attempts  to  pander  to  diseased  and  depraved  appetites,  than  I  do. 
Sir,  I  scorn  all  such  unworthy  appeals,  and  I  make  none  such.  I  dislike  on 
the  one  side  the  slang  about  liie  poor,  and  the  continual  placing  the  rich  and 
the  poor— the  poor  and  the  rich — in  the  fore-ground  of  every  harangue ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  I  dislike  this  sneering  at  the  rights  of  the  people. 
Sir,  in  this  country,  the  poor  and  the  rich  are  mutually  dependent  on  each 
other.  They  ought  to  be  friends,  and  most  generally,  I  trust,  are  so.  The 
poor  man  of  to-day,  if  industrious,  is  often  found  the  rich  man  of  to-mor- 
row ;  and  he  who  to-day  is  rolling  in  wealth,  may  shortly  experience  all 
the  inconveniences  and  distress  of  poverty  and  want,  with  few  qualifica- 
tions to  bear  up  under  them.  The  rich  have  equal  rights  with  the  poor,  and 
the  poor  with  the  rich.    And  it  is  this  equality  of  rights — ^this  common 
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eijofflMDt  of  (Hrinlege— whidi  I  wiih  to  see  continued.  These  aie  a  part, 
UM  an  maenlial  part  of  the  rights  of  the  people— H>f  the  dear  peopk,  if  fonde- 
men  will  so  ha?e4t,  which  I,  for  one,  will  never  consent  to  barter,  or  see  tdken 
from  them.  I  repeat,  therefore,  that  as  time  to  the  industrious  poor  roan  is 
money,  he  has  obstacles  placed  in  his  way  by  the  onerous  and  oppressire 
proTisioBS  of  this  registry  law,  which  do  prevent  him  from  enjoyinc  the 
right  of  suffrage  in  an  equal  degree  with  his  more  wealthy  and  intra^gent 
neigb&ors.  I  repeat,  that  these  people  are  entitled  to  at  least  equal  protect 
tioo  with  other  classes.  On  whom,  let  me  ask,  in  times  of  war,  must  the 
coootry  mainly  rely  for  the  bone  and  sinew  of  your  army — ^for  the  men  to 
Bboulder  their  muskets  and  march  in  the  defence  of  their  country  ?  Is  it 
on  the  rich  and  well-bom  ?  Ah,  no.  Generally  too  fond  of  their  ease  and 
comfort,  to  risk  the  fatigue  and  privations  of  the  tented  field,  they  pay  their 
does,  or  send  substitutes.  The  poor  man  is  not  able  to  do  so— he  must 
march.  I  am  aware  there  are  exceptions — many  honorable  exceptions  to 
this  rule— bat  not  enough  to  destroy  it  as  a  rule.  I  see  across  the  House 
two  of  my  gallant  Philadelphia  friends,  (Mr.  Scott  and  Mr.  Biddlb)  who 
at  their  country's  call,  volunteered  their  services  and  bared  their  bosoms  for 
her  defence ;  and  that,  too,  in  carrying  on  a  war,  the  declaration  of  which 
they  may  have  disapproved ;  esteeming  it  one  thing  to  oppose  the  measure 
of  declaring  the  war,  and  another  to  go  K>r  their  country,  right  or  wrong,  in 
all  conflicts  with  a  foreign  or  domestic  foe :  And,  in  doing  so,  they  did  but 
ii?e  out  their  lives  and  Uieir  patriotic  principles.  There  were  others  of  my 
political  opponents  who  honorably  did  the  same  thing — and  it  gives  me 
pleasure,  afier  the  lapse  of  twenty  odd  years,  when  the  asperities  of  party 
spirit,  I  trust,  are  in  some  measure  worn  off,  to  acknowledge  the  just  merits 
of  those  who  then,  as  now,  I  politically  opposed. 

I  am  charged,  too,  with  having  done  injustice  to  the  Legislature  of 
1835-*^-*and  the  expression  used  by  me,  that  we  never  had  such  a  Le- 
^^laiure  before,  and  never  will  have  such  an  one  ag^ain,  is  fuund  fault  with. 
Sir,  I  lepeat  it — that  Leo^islature  was  elected  under  circumstances  which, 
1  trujt,  never  will,  and  I  believe  never  can,  ocour  again.  The  dissentions 
and  divisions  of  the  democratic  party  permited  a  minority  to  elect  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Legislature,  and  put  the  State  at  the  mercy  of  that  minority. 
It  is  true,  that  they  legislated  with  indecent  haste — it  is  true,  that  they 
artrJ  as  men  who  knew  they  were  disappointing  the  wishes  and  expects- 
lions  of  the  people.  To  screen  themselves,  and  to  maintain  their  ill  got- 
len  power,  they  cerryinandered  xhe  State  for  representative  and  senatorial 
dii^tricts,  without  regard  to  number  of  taxables,  or  situations  of  counties, 
hu:  i^imply  with  a  view  of  no  arranging  the  dislrictSj  that  the  rtxajority 
of  the  people  should  not  rule.  For  instance,  they  thought  my  own  dear 
native  Montgomery  was  too  democratic,  and  they  attached  her  to  the  good 
old  federal  counties  of  Chester  and  Delaware,  in  order  to  keep  her  in  or^ 
der.  See  the  result — an  insulted  people  rose  in  their  might :  Montgom- 
ery has  elected  a  senator  for  the  Delaware  part  of  the  district,  and  sent 
three  democratic  senatoral  delegates  to  this  Convention,  two  more  than 
could  otherwise  have  been  obtained.  A  district,  too,  was  formed,  reach- 
ing from  the  Susquehanna  river  to  the  Allegheny  mountain,  so  arranged* 
that  it  was  thought  impossible  for  a  democrat  to  be  elected  in  it.  When 
the  next  election  came,  you  find  the  people  rising  in  all  the  majesty  of 
their  strength,  and  electing  a  Democratic  Senator  in  that  district  by  from 
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1209i|>>  1600  majority.  In  fact,  at  the  last  general  election,  there  were 
eight  Senators  elected  in  these  citi  and  carved  districts ;  and,  to  the  aston- 
ishment of  all,  and  the  dismay  of  the  principal  actors  in  the  sc  jne,  but  one 
opponent  of  the  democratic  party  succeeded,  and  that  but  by  a  few  votes.*-* 
Although  1  may  not  be  embued  with  the  spirit  of  prophecy,  I  see  most 
<clearly  that  the  official  term  and  the  official  influence  of  this  modem  Spar- 
tan band  will  expire  together ;  and  before  the  seven  years  alluded  to  by 
the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  during  which  he  thinks  they  are  so  safe,  shall 
have  gone  round,  they  will  be  sunk  back  to  their  original  insignificance, 
•and  be  forgotten,  except  as  their  deeds  may  be  refered  to  as  warnings  to, 
others. 

Mr.  MeCAHSN  said,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  brief  remarks.  He  said 
brief  becavse  as  Shakespeare  says,  ^' we  must  be  brief  when  traitors  take 
the  field".  Gentlemen  all  round  the  House  have  taken  occasion  to  speak 
of  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  the  application  of  the  registry 
law  there.  K  those  gentlemen  had  resided  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia, 
and  had  been  acquainted  with  the  difficulties  under  which  we  labored  in 
consequence  of  that  act,  they  would  have  been  better  able  to  judge  of  the 
facts,  and  not  made  so  many  mis  statements  as  they  have.  He  was  famil- 
iar with  the  application  of  the  registry  law  there,  and  he  knew  there  were 
many  persons  entitled  to  vote  under  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution, 
who  were  deprived  of  the  right  to  vote  in  consequence  of  this  law ;  those 
even  who  had  paid  a  tax  to  the  support  of  the  Government,  were  depriv- 
ed of  the  right  of  sufirage  merely  because  their  names  were  not  on  the  re- 
gister. It  was  known  to  every  gentleman  who  had  ever  been  there,  that 
we  county  of  Philadelphia  was  made  up  of  a  dense  population ;  there  were 
many  lanes  and  alleys  which  were  thickly  inhabited,  and  many  families  re- 
sided in  the  same  house.  By  the  registry  law,  the  person  who  made  the 
registry  was  jud^e  of  the  elections  and  the  qualifications  of  the  citiiens, 
and  they  could  deprive  such  citizens  as  they  chose  of  tlie  right  to  vote. 
The  law  was  unjust  and  partial,  it  cutting  off  many  poor  men  from  the  en- 
joyment of  the  right  of  suffmge,  while  the  rich  were  always  secure,  be- 
cause property  must  be  assessed. 

The  district  of  Kensington  contained  a  large  number  of  fishermen,  and 
the  registry  was  made  at  a  season  of  the  year  when  they  were  away  from 
home,  engaged  in  the  fisheries,  and  the  officers  never  registered  any  one 
on  the  recommendation  of  another.  They  were,  therefore,  deprived  of 
their  rights  merely  because  they  were  not  at  home  at  the  season  when  the 
registry  was  made.  But  genUemen  have  said  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  fighting  and  disturbance  at  the  elections  in  the  city  and  county  of  Phila- 
delphia. He  admited  there  was  some  fighting  there  at  the  elections  of 
1834 ;  but  if  the  newspapers  told  the  truth,  there  were  equal  disturbances 
in  other  parts  of  the  State.  At  the  elections  of  1835,  all  was  peaceable 
and  he  did  not  believe  the  registry  law  had  the  slightest  tendency  to  pre- 
serve quiet  at  elections ;  and  so  far  from  extending  the  right  of  suffrage 
as  had  been  asserted  by  some  of  the  friends  of  that  measure,  it  threw 
ffreat  difficulty  in  its  way.  In  addition  to  the  case  cited  by  his  colleague 
(Mr.  DoRAN^  he  could  give  numerous  instances,  if  it  was  necessary] 
where  indiviouals  entitled  to  vote  under  the  Constitution  were  deprived  in 
consequence  of  this  registry  law,  and  all  that  had  been  said  about  the  city 
and  covnty  only  show^  that  those  who  made  the  charge,  knew  nothing 
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aboat  it.  The  ^ntleman  from  Beaver  (Mr.  Dickst)  had  ■^i4fft  ibat 
he  only  W  been  informed  of  what  he  had  stated,  and  he  would,  tell  that 
gentleman  tiiat  it  wus  like  all  hearsay  testimony,  enliiled  to  very  little 
credit.  An::ther  high-handed  act  of  the  legislature,  was,  that  they  pass- 
ed a  lav  decls  *ing  that  the  inspectors  and  judges  of  the  election  for  ISdSy 
should  also  be  judges  and  inspectors  for  the  year  1836,  contrary  to  the 
will  of  a  larfTe  majority  of  the  people  of  those  districts,  because  by  anun* 
fonuoate  division  in  the  ranks  of  the  democratic  party  the  electioa  officers 
of  diat  yea  -  were  elected  by  a  minority  of  the  voters.  All  this  went  to 
ffiiow  that  instead  of  enlarging  the  right  of  franchise  in  the  city  and  coun- 
fy  of  Philadcli~hia,  it  restricted  it  to  a  very  considerable  extent;  and  as 
to  what  had  be^'n  said  by  gentlemen  in  relation  to  his  district  he  would 
only  say  if  gru  leman  had  resided  amonff  us  they  would  find  the  people 
there  as  honest,  upright,  high-minded  and  patriotic  as  in  any  other  county 
in  the  State.  The  county  of  Philadelphia  had  a  large  population,  and 
had  a  large  repiesentation  in  your  hall  of  legislation,  but  he  trusted  this 
was  not  to  hav  .*  any  influence  here  which  would  cause  the  rights  of  her 
citizens  to  lie  the  less  x:^spected.  He  thought  the  Constitution  should  ex- 
press in  clear  terms  that  which  should  constitute  the  qualifications  of  elec- 
tors, and  Iea\t  nothing  to  the  action  of  the  Legislature  on  this  subject; 
and  believing  t^at  the  amendment  would  effect  this  object  he  would  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  Scott  confessed  he  did  not  see  the  relevancy  of  much  of  the  ar- 
gument which  we  have  had,  to  the  real  question  before  the  Chair,  that  is 
upon  the  prc^iiety  of  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery.  ^Vlr.  Sterioerb);  nevertheless,  the  discussion  having  taken 
a  wide  rang*^,  it  seems  impossible  to  confine  it  within  what  might  origi- 
nally have  been  coni«idered  proper  bounds.  In  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion, a  particular  act  of  the  Assembly  had  been  almost  the  sole  object  of 
anaci ;  ami,  the  few  remarks  he  should  trouble  the  committee  with, 
would  refer  to  it,  because  it  was  his  fortune  to  have  been  a  member  of  the 
Legislature  ^viiich  passed  that  law,  occupying,  for  a  short  time,  a  place 
occupied,  durniir  the  preceding  part  of  the  session,  by  a  better  man,  who 
died  while  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  Great  pains  have 
been  taken  to  show,  that  the  registry  act  was  an  unconstitutional  law.-* 
Well,  if  tliat  Ik'  true,  there  is  no  occasion  to  amend  tlie  Constitution,  for 
the  purpose  jf  getting  rid  of  it.  If  it  be  true,  that  the  law  violates  the 
exisung  Cor)!<titiition,  he  would  beg  to  remind  gentlemen  that  that  instru- 
ment provides  a  means  of  getting  rid  of  that  unconstitutional  law.  If  the 
law  bf  uncon.'ititutional,  and  otherwise  objectionable,  the  best  thing  gentle- 
men can  do,  is  to  adhere  to  the  present  Constitution,  and  bring  the  matter 
before  the  judiciil  tribunals  of  the  country,  who  will,  beyond  all  question, 
if  gentlen^en  ^in  make  it  appear  to  be  unconstitutional,  declare  it  null  and 
void,  and  there  will  be  an  end  of  it.  If  we  attempt  to  change  the  Consti- 
tution in  this  fea'iire,  to  which,  it  is  said  this  law  is  opposed,  we  may  so 
change  it  as  to  support  and  uphold  the  law  ;  he  would,  therefore,  suggest 
to  those  gentlemen  who  held  the  opinion,  that  the  law  was  opposed  to  our 
fundamental  law,  to  hold  on  to  the  present  Constitution,  and  take  the  matter 
before  the  Saiireine  Court,  who  wdl  pass  upon  the  subject  to  their  entire 
satisfaction,  it  they  can  make  it  appear  to  the  court,  as  it  appears  to  them- 
selves, and  this  will  put  an  end  to  the  oj;teration  of  the  act.     It  had  been 
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4niA  tet  the  hw  was  unconstitiitional,  by  the  gentleman  from  Nmlhamp- 
ton  (Mr.  Portir).  This  was  the  opinion  of  an  able  lawyer,  but  he 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  say,  that  if  this  was  the  gentleman^s  opi- 
nion, it  was  an  opinion  which  ought  to  be  asserted  with  some  degree  of 
modesty,  as  it  might  safely  be  regarded  as  not  very  certain,  when  we  look 
lonnd  this  Hall,  and  see  how  many  gentlemen  there  are,  who  were  members 
of  that  Legislature,  and  voted  for  that  very  act  of  Assembly,  who  have  been 
returned  by  their  respective  constituents,  not  to  legislate,  but  to  pass  upon 
the  Constitution  of  the  land. 

Ithad  been  indignantly  urged  by  a  gentleman  from  the  county,  that  the  law 
had  been  forced  upon  the  county  without  their  assent — that  it  was  a  matter 
with  which  the  State  at  large  had  no  concern,  and  all  action  upon  which 
should  have  been  postponed  [until  asked  foi^— that  it  was  reprobated  by 
the  city  and  county — ^passed  hastily  and  without  just  cause,  and  merited 
the  severest  reprobation.  He  denied,  peremptorily,  that  it  was  a  matter 
in  which  the  State  had  no  concern :  she  had  the  deepest  interest — every 
county  in  the  State  had  the  deepest  interestp— in  the  freedom  and  purity  of 
the  elections  in  every  part  of  the  State.  The  representatives  from  the  city 
and  county  of  Philadelphia,  did  not  legislate  upon  subjects  belonging  to 
their  own  district  only :  their  voice  was  heard,  and,  when  the  numbers  of 
the  delegation  were  considered,  was  pbtential  too,  in  promoting  the  general 
wel&re  of  the  Commonwealth:  their  votes  might  rule  her  legislation  for  weal 
or  for  woe.  Even  over  the  local  interests  of  the  remotest  county,  their  in- 
fluence was  felt,  and  their  votes  told.  Suppose,  in  the  general  prostration 
of  the  resources  of  the  nation,  it  should  once  more  become  necessary  to 
look  around  for  objects  of  taxation  to  supply  a  diminished  revenue ;  and, 
the  eye  of  the  legislator  should  light  upon  the  broad  acres  of  the  farmer, 
and  the  rich  personalities  of  the  east,  and  pause  between  the  two— would 
not  the  farmer  feel  that  these  representatives  had  a  voice,  the  just  exercise 
of  which  was  important  to  them  ?  Had  not  the  whole  Commonwealth  an 
interest  in  the  just,  and  pure,  and  free  election  of  their  Governor  ?  of  every 
representative  in  the  Senate  of  the  State  ?  and  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States!  Away,  then,  with  this  idea,  that  the  rest  of  the  Common- 
wedth  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise  in  the 
city  and  county  of  Philadelphia.  If  they  perceive  that  franchise  to  be 
abused  there,  or  corrupted  there,  or  its  free  and  fair  exercise  impaired 
there,  it  is  due  to  themselves  to  interfere,  though  the  whole  county  should 
raise  its  ^oice  in  hostility.  It  would  be  due,  not  only  to  themselves,  but 
to  the  cause  of  freedom  throughout  the  world ;  endangered,  and  disgraced 
as  the  cause  must  be,  by  any  corruption  of  this,  the  corner  stone  of  the 
republican  structure  of  Government. 

Was  there  not,  he  asked,  sufficient  cause,  at  that  time,  to  put  that  Legis- 
lature upon  inquiry  ?  Of  the  election  frauds  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia, 
he  knew  nothing.  But  in  his  own  fair,  and  beautiful,  and  beloved  city, 
he  had  seen,  before  the  passage  of  that  registry  act,  her  citizens  in  hostile 
array,  contending  with  violence  and  riot,  for  the  possession  of  the  place  of 
their  primary  elections — and  bloodshed  had  followed  in  the  train  of  that 
contest  Conflagration,  too,  in  an  adjoining  district,  has  done  its  work. 
And  at  the  polls  he  had  beheld  men,  pressed  by  incumbent  crowds  against 
the  wall,  through  the  window  in  which  their  ballots  were  to  be  received,  till 
their  human  shape  itself  seemed  to  be  endangered  ;  and  then,  having  thus, 
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at  tha  peri]  nf  limb,  if  not  of  life,  exercised  their  right,  projeetad  bpdiljr 
over  the  heads  of  masses  of  men,  in  order  to  effect  their  escape.  Was  not 
this,  he  agnin  asked,  fit  cause  for  inquiry  ?  And  if,  under  the  knowledge 
of  these  things,  a  law  was  passed,  wise  or  unwise,  to  restore  the  freedom 
of  elections,  cannot  common  charity  find  some  other  motive  of  that  law, 
than  one  which  imputes  dishonor  to  the  law-maker  ?  It  had  been  asserted, 
too,  that  at  these  elections.  New  Jersey,  and  even  New  York  furnished 
their  respective  quotas  of  voters,  usurping  the  places  of  the  sons  of  the  soil, 
and  influencing  the  results  of  the  polls.  Of  the  truth  of  the  assertion  he 
could  not  judge.  Nor  did  he  suppose  that  disorder,  and  riot,  and  fraud,  if  fraud 
existed,  were  to  be  imputed  to  any  one  political  party  exclusive  of  others. 
It  was  one  of  the  bitter  fruits  of  the  bitter  spirit  of  party  which  cursed  the 
land,  that  wrong  or  injury  perpetrated  by  any  one,  was  more  fiercely 
retaliated  and  exaggerated  by  tl)e  other.  And  thus  all  the  precious 
gifts  of  freedom  were  brought  into  danger,  and  her  institutions  into  disgrace. 
Was  it  not  right,  then,  he  asked  once  more,  that  the  guardians  of  the  Com- 
monwealth should  enquire  into  these  things  ?  And  are  they  to  be  branded 
with  impurity  of  motive  for  so  doing,  because  they  did  not  agree  in  politics 
with  those  who  preceded  them  in  the  halls  of  legislation  ?  They  passed 
a  law !  What  then  ?  If  unwise  or  imperfect,  was  it  not  capable  of  amend- 
ment or  repeal?  And  if  at  a  subsequent  session,  one  chamber  was  in 
favor  of  that  repeal,  and  the  other  and  graver  branch  against  it,  is  it  necessary 
or  proper,  in  a  body  like  this,  to  suppose  that  difference  of  opinion  might 
not  be  honest?  After  thjitlaw  had  gone  into  operation,  order  and  quiet  t<;ere 
restored — ^the  aged,  the  infirm,  could  and  did  vote — the  numbers,  when 
the  ballots  were  deposited  in  the  boxes,  were  not  diminished.  Riot  and 
conflagration  did  cease — ^freemen  once  more  felt  that  their  dearest  franchise 
might  be  exercised  without  peril  of  life — ^and  it  was  exercised  in  peace  and 
hannony  by  all  men«-of  all  parties.  Whether  this  was  owing  to  that 
abused  law  or  not,  he  could  not  say ;  it  was  at  least  a  fair  supposition,  and 
he  would  leave  it  to  the  committee  to  judge.  He  did,  however,  say  that, 
among  his  constituents,  it  was  an  act  extremely  popular.  Those  who  had 
aided  in  its  passage  were  returned  to  the  Legislature,  in  the  cases  in  which 
they  presented  themselves  to  the  suffrages  of  the  people.  And  on  the 
floor  of  this  Convention,  elected  to  reconsider  the  structure  of  our  Govern- 
ment, and  to  revise  the  organic  law  of  the  State,  are  found  not  a  few  of 
its  advocates,  from  all  parts  of  the  Commonwealth.  And  when  upon  this 
floor  Senators  are  reproached  with  their  votes,  those  Senators  might  point 
to  the  fact  of  their  being  here  as  a  proud  refutation  of  the  injustice.  It 
was,  indeed,  a  hardy  act,  and  he  was  a  bold  individual  who  would  under- 
take with  his  single  arm  to  hold  the  scales,  and  weigh  the  Senate  of  Penn- 
sylvania against  the  Uourc  of  Representatives  of  Pennsylvania,  and  pass 
hi$  judgment  between  them.  The  spirit  which  was  equal  to  this,  was 
Inrtwr  fitted  for  the  chair  of  a  dictator  than  that  of  a  representative. 

The  n  jristry  act,  he  added,  was  not  hastily  passed,  nor  without  reflec- 
tif>n.  It  was  passed  in  one  shape  at  the  ordinary  session  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, was  then  examined  by  the  public,  commented  upon,  and  at  the  extra 
session  n  vised  and  remodelled.  Its  orij^n  is  supposed  by  one  gentleman  to 
be  found  in  the  act  of  parliament  levelled  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  against  the 
loriy  shilling  freeholders  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  S.)  was  inclined  to  believe, 
that  the  friends  of  tlie  law  were  not  thinking  of  Mr.  Peel,  or  the  freehold- 
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en  of  any  other  land,  nor  even  of  the  fmi  agitator,  Mr.  O'Connbll  him- 
self— an  individual,  however  distinguished  for  greatness  in  his  own  hem- 
isphere, not  remarkable  for  his  admiration  or  his  praise  of  ovr  institutions. 
lie  was  inclined  to  believe  they  found  their  model  in  another  of  the  free 
States  of  our  o\v\}  Union,  where  a  similar  enactment  hud  been  for  years  in 
existence,  and  had  been  tested  by  experience,  and  approved  in  practice.  It 
was  moie  probable,  looking  to  dates,  that  Mr.  Peel  might  have  known 
the  Massachusetts  rules,  and  have  borrowed  a  hint  from  this  side  of  the 
Atlantic — our  good  mother  England  having,  in  modem  times,  discovered 
that  she  might  borrow  improvements,  both  in  science  and  in  law,  from  her 
wice  despised  offspring.  It  would  not,  however,  be  a  fatal  objection,  if  one 
more  suggestion  had  been  taken  from  a  land  from  which  are  derived  all  our 
institutions,  and  to  whose  common  law,  at  least,  we  must  daily  recur  for 
our  conduct  in  all  the  ordinary  transactions  of  life. 

He  had  heard  it  said,  and  he  believed  it  to  be  the  fact,  that  this  act  existed 
in  one  of  the  Eastern  States,  and  that  it  was  introduced  because  they  were 
subject  to  the  interpolation  of  a  people  who  have  no  right  on  our  soil.  He 
Would  say  again,  if  it  be  a  crime,'  it  is  the  crime  of  no  particular  party — 
the  one  side  having  commenced  the  wrong,  and  the  other  having  carried 
out  the  wrong.  He  never  accused  any  party  of  the  act.  It  commenced 
beyond  that  stream  which  divides  us  from  New  Jersey.  And  how  long 
does  it  take  New  York  to  put  her  shoals  on  our  strand.  In  five  hours  she 
can  transfer  them  from  her  own  wharves  to  those  of  Philadelphia ;  and 
this  time  may  yet  be  reduced  to  two  hours.  In  twenty  years,  what  will 
be  the  population  of  your  cities  east  and  west — of  Philadelphia  and  of 
Pittsburg — and  others  in  the  heart  of  your  State  ?  What  will  be  the  situ- 
ation of  your  northern  counties  along  the  line  of  New  York,  and  the 
southern  bounded  by  Maryland  and  Virginia  ?  How  long  will  it  then  re- 
quire the  power  of  steam  to  transport  its  thousands  from  New  York  to 
our  eastern  borders?  Who  can  tell  what  may  not  be  required  to  protect 
our  own  rights  at  the  polls  ?  It  is  obvious  that  these  portions  of  the  State 
may,  and  will,  require  guards  and  checks  not  essential  to,  or  proper  in, 
the  central  positions.  If  so,  another  Constitution  will  be  required  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  the  citizen,  and  remedy  his  wrongs.  Most  of  us  will 
be  in  our  graves  before  the  curse  will  be  felt  in  all  its  bitterness.  It  should 
be  recollected  that  we  are  not  now  legislating  for  a  year — not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aiding  the  ambition  of  a  Van  Buren,  a  Clay,  or  a  Wkbster;  but 
that  we  are  arranging  an  organic  law  for  human  beings  not  yet  bom.  Let 
us  carry  our  vision  thirty  or  forty  years  beyond  the  present  period,  and  see 
what  will  then  be  the  state  of  our  population.  You  will  be  surrounded 
by  a  stranger  population,  not  of  the  soil,  who  will  influence  youi  elections. 
And  shall  we  say  to  the  Legislature,  you  must  be  debarred  from  making 
laws  to  prevent  the  evils  which  such  a  state  of  things  may  produce  ? — 
Shall  we  fetter  them  so  that  they  shall  not  be  able  to  provide  against  the 
future  changes  ?  Shall  we  pabs  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution,  forbid- 
ing  the  Legislature,  twenty  years  hence  to  pass  laws  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  the  elective  franchise  in  its  purity  ?  We  are  talking  of  matters 
far  beyond  our  own  period  of  time ;  matters  which  belong  to  another  affe, 
which  must  be  regulated  by  our  childien  and  our  grand  children.  Let  Uie 
Legislature  of  that  day  then  be  leftuntrammeled  and  free  to  act  according 
toUie  condition  of  things,  the  state  of  public  intelligence,  and  the  demands 
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flf  tte  pQb&e  exigencies.  There  will,  doubtless,  be  virtue  and  intelligence 
eioiii^  in  Ae  Commonwealth  at  that  time*  to  discover  what  is  wrong— 
and  to  ftt  rid  of  that  wrong.  Do  not  let  us  evince  any  litUe  je^ousy  of 
poemity.  Let  us  trust  the  Commonwealth  to  our  gallant  sons.  They 
will  be  as  aUe  to  protect  her,  in  the  days  of  their  strength  and  manhood, 
as  we  have  been  in  ours.  If  we  do  right  now,  they  will,  doubtless,  be 
as  virtnoQS  and  as  wise  in  their  generation,  as  we  may  have  been  in  ours. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  progress  and  obtained  leave  to 
siltfain»snd 

The  Convention  adjourned. 


FRIDAT,  JuNB  23,  1837. 

Mr.  Cbauiccby,  of  Philadelphia,  presented  the  memorial  of  certain 
citimis  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  for  the  abolition  of 
lotteries. 

Mr.  ScxyiTy  of  Philadelphia,  presented  a  memorial  from  certain  citizens 
of  ^e  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  similar  in  its  import. 

Tbese  memorials  were  laid  on  the  table. 

THmn   ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole, 
on  the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  second  division  of  the  amendment 
to  ^  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Sterioere,  as  follows : 

**  The  election  laws  shall  be  equal  throughout  the  State,  and  no  greater 
or  other  restrictions  shall  be  imposed  on  the  electors  in  any  city,  county, 
or  djstriet,  than  are  imposed  on  the  electors  of  every  other  city,  county, 
or  district'*. 

Mr.  Fuuar,  of  Fayette,  said,  as  the  question  stood  now,  although  he 
might  be  in  favor  of  the  principle,  he  should  object  to  its  adoption  in  the 
present  section,  he  believed  the  proper  place  for  it  would  be  in  the  Bill  of 
Rights.  Without  going  into  any  of  the  debate « on  the  question  of  the 
registry  act,  he  would  content  himself  with  voting  against  the  amendment 
in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  Bbown,  of  Philadelphia,  expressed  his  hope  that  the  gentleman 
from  Montgomery  (Mr.  Sterioere)  would  withdraw  his  amendment, 
with  a  view  to  obtain  a  fair  expression  of  the  opinions  of  the  committee 
on  this  question.  There  were  many  fl;entlemen  who  would  not  vote  for 
it,  bccsnse  they  considered  it  as  out  of  place  in  this  section.  He  would 
say  s  few  words  to  explain  the  vote  which  he  would  give  in  favor  of  the 
aaendment,  which  ought  to  be  adopted  here,  and  transfered  to  its  proper 
ntnalion  afterwards.  It  would  seem,  from  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  the  dty,  (Mr.  SoorrJ  that  this  special  legislation  was  beneficial. 
He,  on  the  eontiary,  thought  it  was  not  good.  The  gentleman  from  the 
city  said,  it  hsd  worked  well  in  the  city ;  that,  before  its  adoption,  there 
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WM  gmi  ^nfuttQD  vid  difficulty,  ^t .  t}ie  pojls  in  Phila^elplyt,,^  \Sm\, 
■mc«,  the  elecUooa  hul  \jtiai  cohdacte4  C^Inily-  /We  hqv^  f>e«it  l|ild,'<^ 
this  fltwr,  that  votraa  bad  been  impoitc'd  into  the  jcity  and  county',  frtfn^V) 
adjoining  State,  and  thai,,  bj;  this  means,  the  numbent  have  oceh  eiio^- 
mooily  swelled:  yet  the  gentleman  Irom  Philadelphia  t«Us  tis,  Uie 
number  of  voles  taken  is  greater  since  the  regiptiy  law  was  Inlrodiicedi 
than  before,  ao  that  this  Jaw  ha«  not  kept  tlie  fruidulent  voten  awi^. 
This  act  giyea  a  greater  opportunity  to  fraudulent  voters  to  coitte  m,  tfiaii 
they  had  before.  Where  there  ia  an  upright  judge  and  inspe'cloy,  It^cte 
is  no  fraud ;  it  i*  only  where  the  judges  and  inapeclors  are  coirii'p^  mA 
there  is  danger  of  fraudulent  votes.  He  would  state  a  fact  which 
occured  within  his  own  knowledge.  An  inspector  handed  out  at  the 
window  the  names  of  six  volen  who  had  a  right  to  vote,  but  had  not 
polled ;  and  the  person  to  whom  the  list  was  handed,  having  read  the 
names,  bronght  up  six  persons  to  vote.  This  gare  an  opportuni^  for 
fraud.  It  afforded  the  means  to  thejudse  to  t>rocn^six  persona  torepre- 
aeni  the  SIX  voters  who  were  absent.  This  pEurticularcasehe  was  acquaint 
ed  with.  As  the  yntv  to  which  the  geutlemBn  belongs  has  the  poeAmiota 
of  fourlebn  wards,  and  can  do  sa  it  pteuea,  it  has  the  means  onf  knowing 
through  its  officera  at  the  polls  who  have  voted,  and  who  have  not,  and  .to 
whom  to  give  the  names.  It  enables  the  city  of  Philadelphia  10  pcU 
every  vote.  The  paiUes  can  send  out  their  spies  early  in  the  d«y,  hbd  if 
the  voters  are  sick,  others  can  be  brodght  np  to  supply  their  pUoa,  Slul 
it  was  insisted  that  there  was  nothing  fraodulant  under  the  registry  law. 
But  the  law  was  not  a  good  one.  He  had  himself  seen,  in  his  own  dis- 
trict, a  person  born  on  the  spot,  an  honest  voter,  who  was  eillicr  ignorant  of 
the  law  or  had  neglected  to  comply  with  its  provisions,  but  supposed  that 
he  might  come  to  the  polls  as  an  American  citizen :  he  saw  tliis  man  eoihe, 
and  offer  his  vote,  which  was  refused,  because  his  name  w<ts  not  on  the 
register.  A  gentleman  had  asked,  who  would  dare  to  deny  a  voter  the 
exercise  of  his  right !  The  judges  and  inspectors  did,  on  this  occasion, 
and  appealed  to  ttie.law  for  their  justification,  alleging  that  the  register 
was  the  only  evidence  to  which  ^ey  could  look.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
no  man's  vote  should  be  made  to  depend  on  (he  registiy.  The  gentleman 
from  Beaver  said,  the  friends  o(  an  individual  might  apply  to  have  hi* 
name  on  the  register ;  but  the  law  said  that  the  individual  must  apply  in 
person.  The  inspectors  came  into  a  particular  disiricl,  and  added  forty 
i^unes  to  the  list,  and  not  fmau  came  forward  under  the  law  to  comply. 
This,  and  the  change  of  the  six  votes  named  before,  shew  the  disgusting 

Jiracticas  which  prevailed  under  the  law.  These  are  some  of  the  secret 
rauds :  and  he  called  on  gentlemen  to  change  a  system  which  makes 
votes  dependent  on  the  acts  of  assessors.  The  judges  of  elections  are 
judges  of  competency.  The  registry  laws  are  inapplicable,  and  have 
failed)  and  the  ayslAm  by.wiiich  voters  were  told  they  must  bring  tli«ir 
evidence,  is  iu>  longer  in  force.  They  must  now  lake  up  their  tax  re- 
ceipts— a  system  wtong  in  itstOf,  and  not  applicable.  Thcie  is  no 
■ecurihr  for  the  rights  of  any  citizen.  Every  man  knows,  at  the  liihe  he 
gives  nis  vote,  that  it  iiiflueaces  others  beside  himself:  and  every 
one  feels  that  a  violation  of  his  ^ight  is  a  eiab  on  ihe  interest  of  all. 
For  these  reasons  it  was  his  purpose  to  go  against  special  laws,  which 
operate  unequally  and  nnjustiy.  All  laws' should  operate  equally,  and  every 
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member  di<nil4  look  well  to  action.     Special  acts  are  always  injurious t 
and  operate  on  one  to  the  injury  of  another.    We  are  told  this  law  is  neces- 
sazy.  and  we  are  also  told  of  scenes  of  blood  whi6h  have  taken  place  mi 
Pmlbdelphia.    These  outrages  have  no  relation  to  the  right  of  suffrage,  but 
have  grown  out  of  thepolitical  excitements  of  the  period,  excitements  which 
have  passed  away.    Every  one  knows  that  these  excitements  existed,  and 
thai  taey  did  pass  away,  and  that  the  quiet  of  the  elections  had  been  restor- 
ed before  the  registry  act  was  passed.    There  had  been  no  confusion,  not  a 
qnaiiel,  quietness  and  peace  had  been  restored.    It  was  not,  therefore,  to 
remedy  this  evil  that  the  law  was  enacted,  for  the  evil  had  passed  away. 
Why  has  tjiere  not  been  any  confusion  at  the  polls  ?    It  has  been  because 
there  were  too  many  crowded  together  at  one  place,  in  consequence 
of  the  insnfficient  number  of  polls.    The  people  have  applied  to  the  Legis- 
latttre  to  divide  the  county  into  smaller  districts.    Too  many  have  been 
obliged  to  assemble  at  one  place.    Six  or  seven  hundred  persons  going  to 
one  window  must  create  confusion.    The  registry  act  did  not  remedy  this 
evil,  and  the  people  asked  that  the  districts  should  be  divided.    Did  the 
L^giaUtine  do  it  ?    No.    They  were  not  Ho  eager  to  prevent  confusion,  as 
they  were  to  pass  the  registry  act.  One  member,  it  appears,  rose  and  asked 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill;  slter  that,  he  could  find  no  ttace  of  it,  until  the  gen- 
tleman from  Northampton  found  it  attached  to  a  bill  concerning  turnpike 
roads,  with  a  hundred  other  subjects.     The  member  himself,  who  brought 
it  in.  did  not  know  it  had  passed.  He  would  relate  a  circumstance  which 
took  i^iace  when  he  (Mr.  B.)  was  here.  He  saw  a  bill  concerning  election  dis- 
tricts broQ|^t  from  the  Senate,  four  or  five  feet  long.     His  coUeague  asked 
Urn  if  there  was  any  thing  in  it  of  interest.  He  repOed  that  he  saw  nothing, 
bot  that  Mr.  Pkltz  knew  all  about  it.     There  was  great  confusion,  six 
months  afterwards,  and  the  Moyamensing  officers  ^1  found  themselves 
legislated  out  of  office,  by  this  bill  ,to  answer  soihe  political  purpose,  and  a 
new  set  of  officers  appointed  in  their  room.     He  would  state  what  further 
was  done.     Not  only  was  a  new  qualification  required,  judges  of  elections 
were  appointed.  The  people  were  deprived  of  their  rights,  and  judges  were 
legulated  in  for  two  years,  instead  of  one  year.     Thus  this  system  leaves 
it  ID  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  legislate  a  particular  party  into  office. 
Such  is  the  privilege  it  grants  ;  and  if  this  is  calculated  for  one  portion,  it  is 
calculated  for  every  part  of  the  State.     He  would  not,  by  his  vote,  give  a 
sanction  to  the  idea  that  the  people  of  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia 
were  worse  than  any  of  the  people  of  other  parts  of  the  State.  It  had  been 
been  said  that  the  city  was  teaming  with  vagrant*).     He  had  resided  in  the 
city ;  and  he  believed  there  was  as  much  private  and  public  virtue  in  the 
eoon^  and  city  of  Philadelphia,  as  in  any  other  quarter  of  the  Globe.  Go 
to  a  distance,  and  say  any  where  that  you  came  from  Philadelphia,  and  the 
reply  is—**  ah,  you  have  a  beautiful  city,  peaceable  and  orderly,  the  city 
of  brothexiy  love :  there  is  no  danger  there  of  going  abroad,  you  can  pass 
through  the  lanes  and  alleys  with  perfect  safety**.     Thus  is  Philadelphia 
spoken  of  every  where  in  terms  of  high  and  just  eulogy.     And,  after  hear- 
\ng  this  tesbmony  to  her  merits  among  strangers,  you  must  come  back  to 
Pennsylvania,  to  Jier  Halls  of  legislation,  to  hear  her  vilified,  to  find,  on  the 
records  of  her  history,  epithets,  calculated  to  degrade  her  in  the  eyes  of  pos- 
' ferity.     He  would  jnot  lend  his  vote  to  add  to  the  effect  of  such  a  course  of 
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disparagement.    If  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  sayfv  our  natife  city 
deserves  to  be  thus  characterized-* 

Mr  Scott  :  I  did  not  say  so.  In  the  first  place,  Philadelphia  it  not  my 
native  city :  and,  in  the  next  place,  I  did  not  say  the  deserved  to  be  thus 
characterized.  I  said  there  had  been  scenes  there  of  disorder  and  Uood, 
and  I  left  it  to  the  committee  to  decide  on  the  truth  of  my  statements. 

Mr.  Brown  resumed :  The  gentleman  said,  that  there  were  600  or  700 
at  a  window,  giving  in  their  votes.  It  is  a  fact,  that  there  have  been  800 
at  a  window.  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  the  gentleman  had  so  charac* 
terized  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  but  it  was  a  fair  inference  from  his  state* 
ment,  that  the  registry  act  had  prevented  these  disorders.  He  was  told  by 
his  colleague,  at  his  side,  (Mr.  M'Cahen)  that  the  violence  and  bloodshed 
which  took  place,  was  after  the  polls  had  closed.  Unless,  by  some  legis* 
lation,  you  allow  the  people  to  enjoy  their  rights,  the  people  will  be 
jealous  and  restless,  and  excitements,  which  lead  to  violence,  must  be 
feared.  Against  bad  laws  the  people  rose,  and  would  rise.  There  was  a 
single  fact,  within  his  own  knowledge,  which  speaks  loudly  for  the 
purity  of  the  ballot  system.  A  gentleman  told  him  he  wished  to  vote  in 
the  city  and  county,  and  could  not  get  his  vote  received ;  and,  that  he  went 
to  Doylestown,  where  he  was  permited  to  vote.  He  had  mixed  familiarly 
with  the  people,  and  been  anxious  to  get  voters,  but  he  would  spurn  any 
mode  which  was  calculated  to  impair  the  value,  or  sully  the  punty  of  the 
elective  franchise.  He  had  been  at  ward  and  committee  meetinffs,  and 
had  never  heard  there  any  proposition  of  the  kind,  nor  had  he  ever  known 
any.  Charges  of  the  kind  have  been  gotten  up  for  political  effect,  but 
where  one  asserts  them,  there  are  always  found  others  to  refute  them.— - 
In  the  township  where  he  resided,  there  were  a  hundred  votes  more  polled 
last  election,  than  at  any  election  before,  in  consequence  of  the  natural 
increase  of  voters.  The  charge  of  importing  votes  rests  altogether  on 
newspaper  authority.  He  would  be  as  eager  to  check  such  a  practice,  if 
it  existed,  as  any  one.  The  gentleman  from  Northampton  (Mr.  Porter) 
said,  that  the  Bill  of  Rights  guarantees  equality  in  the  election  laws,  but 
it  has  Hot  done  so  in  practice.  Certainly,  there  ousht  to  be  no  greater 
restnctions  on  the- electors  in  one  place  than  another.  He  hoped  the 
amendment  would  be  properly  arranged,  so  as  to  have  a  place  in  the  arti- 
cle to  which  it  was  most  appropriate. 

Mr.  BiDDLE,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  he  had  listened  with  no  common 
pain  to  the  remarks,  which  his  friend  from  the  county,  had  addressed  to  the 
committee.  He  was  proud  to  say,  that  there  was  not  one  of  the  delegates 
from  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  who  had  not  spoken  of  the  county  on  terms 
of  respect.  He  had  the  highest  respect  for  the  county.  It  is  easy  (said 
Mr.  B.)  to  make  charges. 

Mr.  Brown  :  I  made  no  charges.  I  thought  I  had  praised  the  city. — 
I  only  remarked  on  a  single  case  of  fraud.  I  thought  my  language  was 
that  of  eulogy. 

Mr.  BiDDLE :  God  protect  the  city  from  such  eulogy  !  It  was  easy  to 
make  charges,  and,  in  proportion  as  gentlemen  felt  themselves  able  to 
throw  off  the  restraints  of  ptopriety,  will  it  be  the  more  easy.  If  the  gen- 
tleman knew  of  such  frauds,  why  did  he  keep  die  knowledge  a  secret  in 
his  own  heart  ?    Why  did  he  take  no  step  to  vindicate  the  majesty  of  the 

law  ?    Wm  this  the  ooune  du^  to  justice  from  ft  high  miiidea  an4  hon9« 
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iMa  man,  ind  he  knew  the  gentleman  from  the  county  to  be  high  minded  ^ 
aiid  hooofaUe  ?  He  knew  it  had  been  said  that  the  polls  were  converted,  * 
on  tone  occasions,  into  scenes  of  violence. 

If  tiie  gentleman  had  listened  to  the  eloquent  remarks  of  my  colleague 
be  would  have  known  that  the  remark  which  fell  from  him  was  that  there 
WIS  a  eontest  for  the  possession  of  the  polls,  which  commenced  with  vio  • 
kace,  went  on  to  outrage,  and  was  consummated  in  blood.     The  gentle- 
man had  not  only  charged  certain  officers  with  grave  offences,  but  had 
added  that  they  belongiKl  to  the  party  to  which  his  colleague  and  himself 
McMed.     He  had  hoped  that  the  bitterness  of  party  strife  would  not 
liave  been  invoked  here.    If  any  danger  to  our  institutions  can  be  ap- 
pfebended,  it  is  from  these  invocations  of  party  strife.  Instead  of  interchang- 
Big  febukes,  each  goinff  one  step  beyond  the  other,  he  had  hoped  to  have 
heard  no  more  of  the  language  of  imputation.    He  would  not  hurl  back 
these  impotations  on  the  party  of  the  gentleman.    The  gentleman  had 
said,  that  we  were  told  the  number  of  votes  had  increased  since  the  pas- 
nge  of  the  registry  act,  and  then  came  to  the  cx)9clusion,  that  there  must 
be  frandnlent  votes.     The  language  of  his  colleague  was,  that  they  had  not 
diminished.     Could  not  the  gentleman  from  the  county  find  any  other 
came  for  this,  than  a  fraudulent  one  ?  Might  it  not  rather  be  ascribed  to  the 
tmetf  thai  quiet  and  order  were  restored,  so  that  the  aged  and  infirm,  who 
had  ptevioosly  been  prevented  from  appearing  at  the  polls,  were  able  to 
▼ole,  and  that  thus  the  aggregate  number  of  votes  was  increased  ?     The 
gendeman  had  further  said,  that  the  registry  law  did  not  answer  the  pur- 
poees  for  which  it  had  been  passed,  that  it  was  inapplicable,  and  had  to- 
taJly  failed ;  and,  look  at  the  reasoning  by  which  the  gentleman  sustains 
Ifaia  allegation.    What  is  that  reasoning?     Because,  in  the  first  line,  the 
LMslatnre  had  omited  the  word  **  general^',  and  made  the  law  applicable 
vafy  to  **  special  elections^*.     So  that  a  mere  casus  amissus^^ihe  result 
of  accident,  or  oversight — was  to  be  addiessed,  as  a  grave  argument,  to  a 
body  assembled  here  to  deliberate  on  the  fundamental  law  of  the  land,  in 
£rror  of  prohibiting  future  Legislatures  from  providing  guards  against  the 
evils  incidental  to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  suffrage  in  large  cities.     To 
say  the  least,  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  the  county  was  not 
very  conclusive.     The  gentleman  had  asserted,  that  the  county  of  Pbila^- 
delphia  was  not  worse  man  other  counties.     No,  neither  the  city  nor  the 
coonty  were  any  worse  than  others.     The  case  of  the  facility  with  which 
shoals    could  be  transfered  from  New   York  and  New  Jersey,  to  our 
shores,  was  put  with  much  force  by  his  colleague  (Mr.  Scott).     And 
while  the  eulogy  on  Philadelphia  on  her  citizens  was  true,  it  was  not  less 
true  that  they  was  peculiarly  liable  to  have  their  quiet  and  good  order 
and  harmony  broken  up,  and  converted  into  discord,  and  tumult,  and 
violence,  by  these  inundations  of  lawless  and  dangerous  hosts  from  other 
Stales.    The  cases  cited  by  the  gentleman  from  the  county  were  not  very 
applicable.     His  illustration  of  the  gentleman,  who  had  not  been  permited 
to  vote  in  Philadelphia,  and  who  had  gone  to  Berks  and  voted,  proved 
nothing  more  than  that  Philadelphia  was  right,  and  Bucks  was  wron£.— 
He  would  say,  in  conclusion,  and  every  gentleman  who  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  witnessing,  would  bear  testimony  40  the  fact,  that  peace, 
oruer,  and  harmony,  had  prevailed  since  the  operation  of  the  registry  law, 
whilov  befine  its  adoption,  the  eleciiops  wvr^  the  sceuM  of  viQlence»  ni« 
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Mr.  HoPiONsoN,  of  ^Philadelphia,  did  not  rise  to  take  any  part  in  the 
'  debate  which  had  Cor  leme  time  past  occupied  the  time  of  the  committee. 
•  Tlie  discussion  had  wandered  immeasurably  firom  the  question.    Tbit 
question  before  the  committee  was  not  whether  the  re^stry  law  was  good 
or  evil ;  whether  it  ought,  or  ought  not  to  be  repi»iled :  or  whether  it 
should  be  extended  or  not    He  did  not  rise  to  say  any  thing  about  thtt 
His  object  was  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  an  objection  to 
the  amendment  which  had  occured  to  him,  and  on  which,  if  he  had 
heard  any  other  gentleman  make  a  remark,  he  would  not  have  said  a  sin- 
gle word*    It  must  strike  every  one  with  admiration,  as  a  proof  of  the 
saffaeity  of  the  Convention  that  framed  the  present  Constitution,  that  af^r 
a  oiscussion  of  six  or  seven  weeks,  we  have  not  been  able  to  detect  a  sin* 
gle  error  in  their  work.    It  is  of  the  highest  importance  that  the  language 
used  should  be  as  precise  and  as  accurate  as  language  wiU  admit  of.     We 
are  not  ^igaged  in  legislation  on  which  the  error  of  to-day  may  be  cpr- 
lacted  to-morrow,    ne  trusted  that,  as  some  gentleman  had  said,  we  were 
making  a  Constitution  to  endure  for  a  hundred  years  ;  and  we  ought  to 
be  cautious  that  into  such  an  instrument,  we  admit  nothing  which  is  vague 
or  uncertain.    His  objection  to  the  amendment  was  its  vagueness  and  un- 
eertainty.     (Here  Mr,  H.  read  the  amendment.)    Every  sentleman  can 
see  that  the  effective,  the  all  important  word  in  this  amendment  is  "  re- 
striction'*.   What  IS  meant  ?    Restriction  on  the  rifht  of  voting — Knr  lo- 
eality  T    What,  will  the  people,  who  are  to  live  under  this  Constitution, 
understand  by  the  word  ?    For  forty-seven  years  there  has  been  ho  diffi- 
culty. 

He  would  again  ask  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  word  '*  restriction"? 
Was  it  meant  to  be  applied  to  suffrage— to  me  mode  and  manner  of  ta- 
king a  vote,  or  to  locality  ?  He  had  no  desire  to  create  difficulties,  or  to 
allude  to  what  had  taken  place  on  this  floor.     Various  opinions  had  been 

g'ven  in  reference  to  this  word,  and  one  gentleman  had  said  that  so  far 
»m  the  amendment  making  a  restriction,  it  was  creating  an  extension. 
Here,  then,  are  ^ven  two  meanings  to  a  word  which  we  are  about  to  insert 
in  the  Constitution.  No  two  members  who  had  spoken  on  the  subject 
understood  the  amendment  alike,  and  that,  he  thought,  was  a  sufficient 
objection  to  it,  and  a  reason  why  it  should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union,  remarked,  that  he  had  been  much  amused  and 
instructed  by  the  observations  of  gentlemen  on  various  subjects,  but 
which,  however,  had  no  connexion  with  the  question  immediately  under 
consideration.  He  really  could  not  perceive  Uie  necessity  of  considering 
whether  certain  laws,  which  had  been  passed  by  our  Legislature,  were 
Constitutional,  or  not.  No  object  could  be  obtained  by  it,  and  the  Con- 
vention possessed  no  power  to  decide  that  question.  It  was,  then,  a  mere 
waste  of  time.  He  supposed  that  the  next  question  would  be — who  are 
the  best  democrats  in  the  State  ?  Now,  for  his  part,  he  cared  so  litde 
about  the  matter,  that  he  was  willing  to  admit  that  the  county  of  Philadel- 
phia, or  the  county  of  Northampton,  or  any  other  were  county,  the  best 
deOBOcrats  He  had  no  desire  to  enter  into  a  controversy  on  that  ques- 
tion, for  it  was  immaterial  to  him  which  way  it  might  be  decided.  We 
never  should  get  through  with  our  labors,  in  any  reasonable  nm6,  if  the 
Convention  went  into  an  investigation  of  the  character  of  the  numerous 
laws  which  had  been  passed  by  our  Legislature.  We  ouffht  now  to  decide 
the  pending  question  without  further  delay.    He  would  not  say  a  word 
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tf  to  the  propriety  of  adopting  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maafgotneary,  as  he  considered  the  obiections  which  had  been  urged 
against  it  by  the  gentleman  on  his  left,  (Mr.  HoPKiNsoif)  perfectly  oonelu- 
sire.  If,  when  toe  proposition  came  up  fairly  for  consideration,  and  it 
should  be  found  that  we  language,  in  which  it  was  expressed  Mras  object* 
ionabfe,  let  another  provision  be  inserted  instead  of  it,  couched  in  such 
temf  as  could  not  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  STBaio«R&,  of  Montgomery,  said,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  speak 
00  the  proposition  whidh  he  had  had  the  honor  to  submit  yesterday.  It 
ttoued  to  him  to  hare  already  been  sufiiciendy  discussed  on  both  sides  of 
the  Convention,  to  enable  every  one  to  vote  on  it.  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
pereeiTe  the  relevancy  of  a  great  portion  of  what  had  been  said.  It  con« 
nted,  for  the  most  part  of  crimination  and  recrimination,  and  of  an  inves- 
tigation  into  the  causes  of,  and  objections  to,  the  registry  law.  A  few  ob- 
jections had  heen  raised  this  monyng  in  relation  to  his  amendment,  but  of 
widch  he  would  take  but  little  n(ptice.  One  of  the  objections  was — that 
it  was  out  of  place.  Now,  if  that  was  any  reason  why  it  should  not  re- 
eeire  the  attention  of  the  committee,  then  it  ought  to  be  voted  down. 
But,  he  apprehended  it  was  no  objection.  On  a  plea  of  that  sort  any 
preposition,  however  good  it  might  be,  could  be  got  rid  of.  Some  gen- 
deaien  had  contended  mat  the  amendment  ought  to  be  put  in  the  BUI  of 
Sichu.  In  his  opinion,  that  was  exactiy  the  place  in  which  it  ou^ht  not 
to  be  found — for  that  document  had  reference  to  public  rights,  while  his 
iBendment  related  to  personal  rights.  He  must  say,  that  after  a  proposi- 
tion had  been  discussed,  and  the  principle  of  it  settled,  it  looked  like  an 
excuse  for  getting  rid  of  it,  to  set  up  the  objection  that  it  was  in  the  wrong 
place.  The  gentieman  from  Philadelphia  f Mr.  Hopkinson)  had  remarked 
upon  the  correctness  and  clearness  of  the  language  of  the  Constitution  of 
1790,  and  he  had  offered  a  criticism  on  the  amendment,  and  asked  the 
meanmg  of  that  word  ^^restriction".  He  (Mr.  Sterigere^  would  refer  that 
gentleman  to  the  language  of  section  eighth  of  the  Constitution  in  relation 
to  the  press.  *'  The  printing  presses  shall  be  free  to  every  person  who 
undertakes  to  examine  the  proceedings  of  the  Ijegislature,  or  any  branch 
of  Goremment.  And  no  law  shall  ever  be  made  to  restrain  the  right  there- 
of **,  Ac.  The  gentieman  might  just  as  well  ask  what  was  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "  resurain",  in  that  section.  It  was  one  of  similar  import. 
Many  such  criticisms  as  the  gentieman  had  made,  might  be  offered  in  re- 
gard to  the  language  of  other  parts  of  the  Constitution,  and  with  as  much 
propriety.  In  the  fifth  section  of  the  same  article,  for  instance — ''elections 
^aU  be  free  and  equal**.  Now,  he  would  ask  what  was  the  meaning  of 
that  sentence  ?  Why,  it  was  a  tiuism,  like  many  other  propositions  which 
were  to  be  found  in  public  documents.  It  was  like  tiie  assertion — that  '*  all 
men  are  bom  free  and  equal  '* — which  did  not  admit  of  being  literally 
construed,  or  carried  out,  for  in  all  cases,  it  was  not  applicable.  He  main- 
tained that  the  word  *'  restriction'*  was  as  plain  in  its  meaning  as  any 
other  word  m  the  Constitution,  and  about  which  no  doubt  or  cavil  had  been 
raisied.  He  had  seen  all  parties,  who  had  obtained  tiie  ascendency,  exer- 
cise their  authority  in  a  mannei  that  he  utterly  condemned.  And  the  ob- 
ject he  had  in  view  was  to  prevent  whatever  party  might  be  in  power,  from 
imposing  restrictions  on  any  particular  election  district,  in  order  to  subserve 
thdr  poutkal  idttmrts.    He  desired  to  m^e  the  right  of  suArage  equal  all 
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over  the  State.  The  gentleman  from  Fayette  (Mr.  Fuller)  had. objected 
tp  the  amendment  as  being  out  of  place.  That,  howevert  was  a  mere  mat- 
ter of  opinion,  and  gentlemen  might  make  that  excuse  to  avoid  voting  for 
it.  Those  who  were  opposed  to  its  principle  would  vote  against  it;  but 
those  who  were  in  favor  of  it  would  not  consider  the  place  as  material. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  said  the  |[entleman  was  mistaken  if  he  suppo- 
sed that  he  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  proposition.  He  desired 
that  some  such  pnnciple  as  was  contained  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Montgomery,  might  be  inserted  in  the  Constitution.  His  only- 
objection  to  it  was,  that,  as  it  proposed  a  restriction  on^the  fjegislature,  it 
belonged  to  the  Bill  of  Rights  ;  and  he  hoped,  thereforev  that  the  gentle- 
man would  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  Stbeiobrb  explained,  that  he  had  not  supposed  that  the  gentleman 
from  Fayette  was  opposed  to  the  proposition,  and  that  he  had  urged  it  was 
out  of  place  as  an  excuse  for  not  votingfor  it.  He  had  not  intended  to 
impute  any  wrong  motives  to  him.  The  remark  which  he  made  was 
general. 

The  Chair  said  that  the  discussion  was  taking  a  very  wide  range,  and 
subjects  had  been  introduced  into  it  wholly  unconnected  with  the  question 
immediately  under  consideration.  He  must  say  that  he  considered  these 
I  personal  and  political  remarks  out  of  order.  lie  hoped,  then,  that  for  the 
tuture,  gentlemen  would  see  the  propriety  of  abstaining  from  remarks  of 
that  character. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifflin,  hoped  that  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery 
would  withdraw  his  amendment,  at  least,  for  the  present.  He  thought, 
that  from  the  intimations  which  had  been  thrown  out  all  around,  that  the 

Entlemen  must  be  assured  that  it  would  be  negatived,  if  he  pressed  it  now. 
e  (Mr.  B.)  regarded  the  objection  raised  by  different  gentlemen  with 
regard  to  the  place  where  it  snould  be  inserted,  as  insufficient  He  was 
reminded  by  it  of  the  story  of  a  young  lady,  who,  wishing  to  oiSer  to  her 
dancing  master  some  little  present,  as  a  token  of  gratitude,  approached  him 
rapidly  and  informally,  in  the  fullness  of  her  heart.  Bah  :  cried  he,  that 
is  not  the  way.  Upon  a  second  trialt  she  succeeded  better,  and  he  said 
that  will  do,  but  the  elbow  is  not  sufficiently  turned.  Now,  if  the  gift  was 
of  an  acceptable  kind,  he  was  not  for  asking  whether  the  elbow  was  turned 
out  or  turned  in.  He  hoped  the  amendment  would  be  adopted  without 
recard  to  the  form  and  order  in  which  it  was  offered. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said  he  should  be  very  happy,  at  all 
times,  to  tOm  his  elbow  in  such  a  way  as  to  suit  the  gentleman  m>m  Mif- 
$in ;  but  he  could  not  agree  with  him  that  it  was  of  no  consequence  wheth- 
er the  place  was  proper  or  not.  The  gentleman  from  Montgomery  said  he 
did  not  care  where  the  provision  was,  so  it  was  adopted.  But  he  thought 
order  was  Heaven's  first  law,  and  that,  in  this  as  well  as  other  matters, 
it  was  very  essential. 

Mr.  Sktth,  of  Centre,  rose  and  said,  that  he  believed  the  gentleman 
fram  Northamption  was  out  of  order. 
The  Chair  said  he  was  not  aware  that  there  existed  any  rule  of  order. 
Mr,  Porter  observed  that  he  should  like  to  hear  the  rule  read. 
The  Chair  :    There  may  be  a  rule,  but  the  Chair  is  not  aware  of  it 
Mr,  Porter  then  proceeded:  He  recollected  that  the  rule  stated  that  a 
■Mttbsor  coidd  not  speak  more  than  twice,  and  that  the  gentleman  from 
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Fajretie  md  himself  were  the  only  two  delegates  who  took  an  exception 
to  It.  With  regard  to  the  amendment,  he  would  remark,  that  he  approved 
d  the  principle  of  it,  hut  thought  it  was  not  in  the  right  place.  But,  when 
die  CTrtfamm  from  Montgomery  asserted  (as  he  had  before  obseivcMi)  that 
lie  dil  not  care  where  the  provision  was,  so  long  as  it  was  inserted,  he 
nniscsay  to  that  gentleman,  that  he  had  always  found  it  better  to  do  every 
ituBg  acoording  to  order.  He  did  not  approve  of  gentlemen  running  one 
wff  and  pulling  another.  Now,  that  was  not  his  (Mr.  Porter's)  practice. 
He  generally  went  straight  forward.  He  repelled  the  insinuation  that  this 
objecdon  was  an  excuse  for  opposing  the  provision.  Those  who  impeach- 
ed the  motives  of  others  without  just  cause  were  generally  impeachable 
themselves. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  would 
reeoUect  that  hereafter,  and  that  he  would  not  impute  improper  motives  to 
■embers  of  the  Le^lature  of  1835-6. 

Mr.  Bkix  said  that  it  was  a  matter  of  much  regret,  that,  on  every  subject 
which  had  the  most  remote  connection  with  the  politics  of  the  county  of 
Philadelphia,  or  where  the  topics  which  agitate  that  community  could  in 
toy  manner  be  introduced  into  a  pending  discussion,  gentlemen  suffered 
dwmselves  to  be  drawn  away  from  the  clear  and  dispassionate  discussion 
df  the  question  at  issue,  ancl  were  too  apt  to  degenerate  into  unpleasant 
personalities.  This  was  to  be  deeply  lamented,  as  it  unfiled  gentlemen 
for  the  serioos  consideration  and  enlightened  decision  of  important  propo- 
dtioDS.  That  those  now  under  consideration  was  of  this  character,  and 
he  entiealed  members  to  bend  their  attention  to  it,  freed  from  exciting 
feelings  so  well  calculated  to  unsettle  and  disturb  the  judgment. 

One  or  two  gentlemen  approve  the  principle  involved  in  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  but  object  that  here  is 
not  the  place  proper  for  its  introduction  ;  but  he  called  upon  those  gentle- 
men to  reflect,  that  if  they  permited  their  objections,  founded  merely  in 
fonn,  to  overmle  their  approbation  of  the  proposed  provision,  they  might 
find  our  difficulties  so  far  increased  as  to  be  unconquerable,  when  they 
reached  what  was  considered,  by  them,  as  the  proper  place,  the  Bill  of 
Rights.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  B.)  if  the  principle  be  correct  in  itself,  it  is  of 
little  consequence  whether,  for  the  present,  it  be  engrafted  on  the  article 
DOW  under  revision,  or  introduced  elsewhere.  Let  us,  sir,  unite  to  recog- 
nize the  principle  as  one  which  ought  to  be  introduced  among  our  Con- 
stitntional  provisions  ;  and  if,  hereafter,  when  we  come  to  fit  together  the 
several  parts  of  the  amended  instrument,  we  should  find  that  more  natu- 
rally it  ought  to  find  a  place  in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  it  can  be  transfered 
thence  without  difficulty. 

Another  objection  had  been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia, 
(Mr.  Hormisoif)  against  the  phraseology  of  the  proposed  amendment* 
which  he  oonld  not  but  regm  as  hypercritical.  The  objection  is,  that 
the  word  ** restriction**,  as  here  applied,  is  vague  and  indefinite:  that 
BRieb  diffieuhy  would  be  experienced  in  putting  upon  it  a  construction. 
But,  sir,  (said  Mr.  B.)  it  appears  to  me  that  this  phrase  is  sufficiently 
determinate,  especially  when  taken  in  connexion  with  the  preceding  part 
of  the  sentence.  The  object  is  to  preserve  the  election  laws  equal 
ihronghoot the  State  ;  and/or  thU purpose^  no  greater  or  other  **  restrio- 
lioii**  is  imposed,  iU*    llusy  however,  was  a  minor  objection.    If  the 
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language  of  the  proposition  needed  amendmentt  it  might  be  puiinauch  a 
abape  as  would  oe  aatiafactory,  and  he  knew  of  none  on  this  Bocfr  mpiA 
Competent  to.  the  taak  Aan  the  learned  gentleman  whoae  critical  acnom 
Kad  ai^igeated  the  deubt.    He  could  not  agree  with  the  gent}emf(n  wm 
Northampton  (IMtr.  Porter)  that  the  provision  in  the  BUI  of  H^S^»  t^tp* 
viding  for  the  freedom  andf  equality  of  eleotiona.  met  and  aiipplied  the 
defect  which  it  wae  the  object  of  the  proposed  amendment  to  remedy.  ^  lit 
was  not  hia  intention,  (Mr.  B.  said)  to  enter  into  an  elaborate  inveatigatioh 
of  this  Constitutional  provision,  though  it  might  be  easy  to  show  thaif 
although  somewhat  ambiguous,  the  framers  of  the  Constitution,  by  this 
provision,  only  intended  to  i^uarantee  ihe  general  free  exercise  of  the  efeetivo 
franchise,  and  not  to  prohibit  legislative  interference  in  the  regulation  of  that 
franchise ;  so  that  it  is  still  left  open  to  the  Legislature  to  imj^se  burdens 
on  one  section  of  the  Commonwealth,  from  which  all  other  sections  are  free. 
The  case  of  a  distinction  in  the  mode  of  the  exercise  of  this  right  was 
not  anticipated,  and,  therefore,  not  provided  for — ^for  it  was  not  until  re* 
cently,  that  a  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania  ventured  the  introduction  of 
such  a  distincUon.    But,  it  is  sufficient  for  the  ar^ment  in  favor  of  Aa 
amendment  proposed,  that  doubts  exist  in  the  minds  of  Constitutional 
lawyers,  whether  the  provision  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  prohibits  the  Legialar 
ture  from  the  enactment  of  such  laws  tfs  may  amount,  almost,  to  a  prohi- 
bition of  one  of  the  most  exalted  rights  a  freeman  can  exercise— the  right 
of  voting-— in  one  portion  of  the  State,  while  elsewhere  it  is  left  untram- 
meled.    If  the  doubt  exists,  the  propriety  of  providing  for  a  removal  of 
that  doubt  is  obvious.    It  was  not  necessary^perhaps,  it  would  be  ini'^ 
proper,  (said  Mr.  B.)  that  he  should  enter  upon  an  investigation  of  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  what  has  been  called  the  *'  registry  law*\     The 
members  from  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia  were  fully  competent 
to  spread  before  the  committee  its  operation,  for  good  or  evU,  upon  the 
community  they  represent.    Certain  it  is,  that,  with  a  large  portion  of 
that  community,  the  law  was  exceedingly  unpopular,  and  regarded  as  one 
of  the  most  odious  enactments  that  ever  disgraced  the  face  of  our  statute 
book.    We  must  all  recollect  the  loud  ana  bitter  complaints  which  ihe 
people  of  Philadelphia  sent  forth  on  this  subject.    Meeting  after  meeting 
denounced  the  Jaw,  while  the  press  held  it  up  to  public  indignation  as  a 
most  iniquitous  piece  of  legislation.  The  fact  is,  sir,  it  was  a  surprise  upon 
the  people:  it  was  intended  to  affect,  many— nay,  a  vast  majority  of 
whom  had  never  dreamt  of  such  a  regulation,  until  they  were  astounded 
by  the  intelligence  of  the  passage  of  the  law.    Nor  is  this  aD.  The  enact- 
ment of  this  statute  was  a  surprise  upon  the  Legislature  itself.    As  I  am 
informed  by  an  intelligent  gentleman  on  this  floor,  who  then  occupied  a 
seat  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  this  law  was  introduced  towaras  the 
close  of  the  session,  engrafted  upon  another  act  regula^ng  certain  election 
districts,  and,  upon  a  representation,  that  its  object  was  entirely  local  and 
Sjitisfactory  to  the  city  and  county,  suffered  to  paas  without  examihaSon* 
Sir,  (Said  Mr.  B.)  so  strong  was  puUic  feeling  and  boinion  agunst  this 
liir,  that  at  the  very  next  session  of  the  Legislature,  the  pojpular  brandii« 
c6tning  directly  from  the  people,  passed  a  repealing  act  with  great  unaAi- 
mity.    And  how  was  the  repeal  of  this  obnoxious  law  prevented  ?    Sir, 
to  employ  a  phrase,  boastingly  used  by  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  (Mr. 
Dksxy)  hinuieif  a  member  of  the  Senate,  it  was  presented  by  the  **Sp4R- 
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TAN  BAm**,  irlio  then,  by  accident,  formed  the  majority  in  the  odier 
ftmidi  of  At  Gentnl  Aaeembly.  Tea,  air,  it  waa  the  "  Sptetan  band'% 
aomc  ef  whom  Had,  for  teaaona  food  or  bad,  deaoted  their  party— who, 
u'yymmf  Ae  nndoubiad  wiahea  of  the  people,  and  *^tiiig  at  nattght  thelt 
wuJ,  prevented  for  a  time  the  remoral  of  thia  burden.  T%e  delente  frpm 
Bcafip,  ^Mrl  D.)  liaa  lofil  you,  air,  that  the  aame  majority  in  me  Senate 
iril  continiie  to  defeat  all  attempta  to  repeal  thia  law  for  yeara  to  come, 
mi  he  eeema  to  esrolt  m  the  opportunity  which  haa*  been  afforded  him  to 
ikwirt  the  pooolar  deaire.  But,  sir,  I  thank  heaven,  that,  gifted  aa  that 
iwtftemen  ia,  lie  ia  not  endowed  with  the  gift  of  pre-acience ;  and,  maugre 
Mia  boeat,  if  he  live  but  a  short  time,  he  will  live  to  see  that  Senate  re- 
ieauici,  and  democratic  Pennaylvania  enjoying  a  democratic  repreaenta- 
livB  in  both  branehea. 

Hot,  air,  to  retnm  to  the  propoaed  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
MoiilgonierT :  ita  object  ia  to  forbid  to  the  Legialature  a  course  of  partial 
Inblatien,  by  which  the  deareat  rights  of  a  {lortion  of  the  people  mi(^t 
be  invaded,  and  aubjected  to  intolerable  reatnctions :  It  proposes  to  pre- 
aerve  vnifennity  of  regulation  in  regard  to  a  subject,  where  uniformity  ia 
ef  the  ntmoat  eonaequence.  Under  the  Conatitution  as  it  stands,  the  Gen- 
ai^  Aaaembly,  aa  it  ia  argued,  and  probably  truly  so,  have  the  power  to 
impoae  on  any  particular  diatrict  it  may  aelect,  arbitrary  and  unjust  res*- 
Wainta  upon  the  right  of  anffirage.  Will  any  gentleman  here  aay  that  a 
r  ao  liable  to  abuse  should  be  continued  ?  Why,  sir,  it  is  easy  to  im- 
the  enalence  of  a  factious  Legialature,  actuated  by  partisan  feelings, 
,  HsIeniBg  only  to  the  suggestions  of  party  spirit,  might,  under  tne 
ee  of  repilating  it,  be  lea  to  impose  on  the  right  of  voting  in  a  dis- 
iriet'.of  adverse  politi^  viewa,  auch  burdens  as  would  almost  amount  to 
dEufranehiaement.  This,  it  ia  aaid,  haa  already  been  done.  Whether  ad 
or  not,  it  ia  not  now  necessary  to  determine ;  it  is  sufficient  that  it  might 
be  done.  A  meaaure  of  thia  character  might  be  hazarded  against  a  com- 
paratively small  portion  of  the  State,  when  a  Legislature  would  not  dare 
an  iiapoaition  of  the  kind  upon  the  whole  people.  The  simple  question 
then  is,  whether  such  authority  should  be  less  within  the  scope  of  legisla- 
tive power  ?  If  gentlemen  reflect,  they  must  answer  in  the  negative ;  and  as 
the  principal  uaea  of  written  Constitutions  is  to  restrain  improper  and 
vidoQa  legislation,  Mr.  B.  trusted  that  members  would  perceive  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McCasxn,  of  Philadelphia,  said  he  would  read  a  part  of  the  regis- 
try law  of  Pennsylvania,  in  order  to  show  gentlemen  that  this  proposition 
waa  really  necessary  to  prevent  partial  legislation.  He  then  read  as  fol- 
lows : 

**  And  they  shall  add  to  the  aaid  list  or  lists,  the  name  or  namea  of  such 
peiBon  or  persona,  u  they  shall  find  to  be  duly  qualified  to  vote,  aa  afore^ 
aaid,  asd  whoae  name  or  names  may  have  been  omited  from  said  lista,  and 
Ihev  ahaD  certify  that  they  have  duty  examined  and  corrected  said  lists, 
ana  ahaB  retam  the  same,  ao  certified,  to  the  Sheriff,  who  dhall  aafely  keep 
the  aame  until  the  day  of  general  election,  and  shall  deliver  them  to  ^e 
aaid  judges  and  inspectors,  on  the  morning  of  the  general  election,  before 
the  opening  of  the  polls  thereof,  which  said  list,  duly  attested  by  the  said 
Sherifir,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  the  only  and  conclusive  evidence 
of  ike  qoaUIeationa  of  ih^  electon  thereof",  Ac, 
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Thus,  (continued  Mr.  McC.)  it  will  be  seen  by  the  committee  that  the 
law,  prevents  those  from  voting  who  are  Constitutionally  entitled,  althoosfa 
their  names  may  be  registered.  I,  therefore,  h<^  the  provision  will  he 
agreed  to.  And,  if  it  is  not  in  the  proper  place  now,  it  can  afterwards  be 
transfered  to  be  die  Bill  of  Righu. 

Mr.  Cox,  of  Somerset,  remarked  that  the  gentleman  from  Chester  (Mr. 
Bsll)  had  said  that  he  was  informed  that  the  registry  law  was  passed  with- 
out examination,  without  consideration,  without  being  amended,  or  even 
read ;  and  that  it  was  represented,  at  the  time,  to  be  entirely  of  a  local 
character.  Now,  he  (Mr.  C.)  would  tell  the  gentlemen  that  whoever  had 
given  him  this  information,  was  either  ignorant  of  the  facts  or  had  grossly 
erred.  The  fact  was  that  the  bill  was  reported  by  a  Mr.  Thompson,  a 
member  from  the  county  of  Phildadelphia,  and  it  was  read,considered,  and 
discussed.  It  was  first  brought  forward,  on  due  notice,  in  March.  Sub- 
sequently, that  bill,  or  something  very  much  in  the  same  shape,  was  oppen- 
ed  by  a  member  either  from  the  ci^  or  county  of  Philadelphia,  to  a 
bill  regulating  the  election  districts.  It  was  then  fully  discussed,  and  after 
there  had  been  some  action  upon  it,  it  was  offered  as  an  amendment  to  an* 
other  bill,  reported  by  Mr.  Davis,  of  Lancaster.  He  knew  that  the  bill 
was  fully  considered,  and  that  highly  respectable  members  of  the  House 
stated  that  frauds  had  been  commited  in  the  city  and  county  of  Philadel- 
phia. They  spoke  of  it  as  if  cognizant  of  it  themselves.  The  evidence 
was  true  and  undisputed,  and  fully  confirmed  by  subsequent  facts,  and  the 
law  was  talked  of  as  being  absolutely  necessary  to  prevent  those  frauds 
finom  being  commited  at  the  elections,  and  which  were  so  much  complain- 
ed of.  lie  would  tell  his  friend  from  Beaver  (Mr.  Dickey)  that  he  never 
should  regret  the  passage  of  that  bill,  unless  he  were  convinced  tliat  the 
information  which  was  adduced  on  that  occasion  in  regard  to  the  necessity 
of  such  a  measure,  was  erroneous.  But,  that  it  was  not,  he  felt  satisfi^ 
from  what  had  recently  taken  place  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  It  was 
but  the  other  day  that  he  heard  a  highly  respectable  gentleman,  and  with 
whom  he  did  not  agree  in  politics,  say  that  both  parties  in  the  third  Con- 
gressional district  were  busily  employed  in  importing  voters  to  carry  the 
election.  Now,  if  that  statement  were  true  (and  he  did  not  doubt  it)  it 
went  far  to  prove  what  had  formerly  been  said  relative  to  frauds  having 
been  commited. 

Mr.  C.  repeated  the  information  which  the  gentleman  from  Chester  had 
received  in  regard  to  the  passage  of  the  registry  act,  was  erroneous.  The 
bill  was  read,  considered  and  discussed.  It  was  first  brought  forward  on 
due  notice,  in  March ;  it  was  then  ofiered  as  an  amendment  to  a  bill  relar 
tive  to  courts,  and  finally  to  another  bill. 

It  was  fully  discussed,  and  there  was  evidence  before  the  House  that 
frauds  of  such  a  nature  and  extent  had  been  practised  at  the  polls  in  Phila- 
delphia, as  to  render  the  law  necessary.  That  evidence  was  true  and 
undisputed,  and  had  been  fully  confirmed  by  subsequent  facts.  It  was 
now  asserted  that  both  parties  in  the  third  Conmssional  district,  were 
encaged  in  importing  voters  as  a  preparation  for  the  contest. 

If  this  allegation  was  true,  it  showed  the  necessity  of  the  law.  Though 
a  larse  number  of  the  citis^ns  of  the  county  migla  not  be  engaged  in  those 
|hftuaul«iit  transactions )  y^tt  if  a  imall  number  wpuld  engate  in  luoh 

iriiotloM  with  «upMHi  m  4tt^y  wm  to  preytD^  tbtmi  K  wf  W « rifbt 
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m  icttrictiTe  law  of  a  general  character,  then  we  had  a  riffht  ako  to 
pass  m  ^edal  law,  when  circumstances  requited  it.  He  could  not  vote 
foi  the  aoMDdnient  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery.  However,  we 
eoold  Mt  imdertake  to  jud^  for  dl  time  to  come,  whether  any  special  k- 
giahtimi  would  be  necessary.  It  was  improper  thus  to  tie  up  tne  hands 
of  tbe  LegisUlnre,  and  prevent  them  from  taking  measures,  when  needful, 
toprefent  frauds  at  elections.  He  left  it  to  the  committee  to  judge,  wheth- 
9it  was  fair  to  judge  of  the  effect  and  propriety  of  a  law  from  the  source 
in  which  it  originated.  Some  gentlemen  had  characterized  that  Legisla* 
tut  W  whkh  the  legistry  act  was  passed,  as  factious ;  and  the  gentleman 
fiom  Northampton  (Mr.  Porter)  said  it  was  a  body  of  peculiar  charac- 
ter, inch  as  never  existed  before,  and  never  will  again.  But  I  say,  sir, 
diat  the  Legislature  of  1836-6,  did  more  to  sustain  and  promote  the  great 
iatewis  of  the  Commonwealth,  than  any  which  preceded  or  followed  it. 
Hie  Honae  of  Representatives  was  then  composed  of  men  of  independent 
ehaneter,  who  acted  for  the  public  good,  without  reference  to  popular 
iStcU  The  Senate  was  of  the  same  character,  and  still  remainea  so. 
The  gentleman's  predictions  as  to  the  future,  he  did  not  think  would  be 
leaiixed.  Thooffh  he  had  much  respect  for  his  judgment  and  ingenuity, 
he  did  not  think  him  a  prophet.  The  gentleman  had  given  us  a  history  of 
the  levolntions  of  parties,  and  had,  wiUi  much  candor,  acknowledged  that 
he  had  been  blown  about  by  the  shifting  winds,  first  one  way,  and  then 
another. 

Mr.  PoBTBR.    The  gentleman  makes  his  own  facts. 

Mr.  Cox.  His  wor£  were,  then,  that  he  stood  still,  while  others  were 
carried  off  firom  him  in  every  direction  by  the  changing  current  The 
gcnllemaii  had  brought  to  our  notice  some  strange  revolutions,  and  for 
aog^l  the  gentleman  could  tell,  stranger  things  would  yet  happen,  than 
any  thai  he  had  hitherto  witnessed. 

The  Chair  here  interposed  and  called  the  gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  C.  might  (he  said,)  have  travelled  a  litUe  out  of  the  road,  and  he  did 
not  eomplain  that  the  strict  lule  of  order  was  imposed  on  him,  though  on 
no  other  person  before.  An  effort  had  been  made  to  impeach  the  motives 
of  the  party  to  whom  was  attributed  the  registry  act,  and  he  had  stepped 
aside  for  the  purpose  of  showing  who  they  were.  We  were  told  that  the 
act  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  trampling  on  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  poor.    He  would  like  to  hear  some  evidence  to  sustain  this  fact. 

The  law  was  made  to  apply  to  all  classes,  both  rich  and  poor ;  and  it 
did  not  affect  the  rights  of^  the  poor  more  than  it  did  those  of  the  rich. 
On  the  contrary,  it  seemed  well  calculated  to  give  the  poor  great  advanta- 
ges and  privileges.  There  could  be  no  difficulty  thrown  in  their  way  in 
approaching  the  polls.  It  removed  obstacles  to  their  voting.  All  they  had 
to  dOt  was  to  go  to  the  polls,  tell  their  name,  and  vote.  They  were  called 
upon  two  or  three  times  for  their  names ;  and  then  they  had,  besides,  the 
privilege  of  going  and  recording  their  names  on  the  lists  of  their  own  ac- 
cord. What  then  was  complained  of?  The  rich  had  the  same,  and  no. 
greater  privileges  than  ihe  poor  man  hud..  Gentlemen  said  that  the  result 
of  the  last  wetion  proved  the  act  to  be  unpopular  aud  odious.  What 
was  the  fact?  Had  not  the  people  given  to  tlie  party  which  originated 
this  aot  a  nuyority  in  this  body  /  Tba  majority  here  were  composed  of 
1^  ftM  ftmoA  mMriila  M  tbf  mji^\ty  of  thf  I^egiilautrt  of  iPSM, 
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^ut  it  w«|,  80  ffr  If  we  were  concerned,  m  matt^  of  qo  conteqiiciieet 
whether  mi  pttWM  popular  or  not. '  He  ehodld  not  press  th^  topic  tfiV 
furthier.  Re  e hould  vole  t^ntt  the  apiendnient  ofkrii  hy  AefentbttiM 
£fom  Mon4|omer7,  becabse  it  interpoaiBd  between  the  leg|i)%tlte^  *  *'^ 
^  the  puqne  mtenjita.  and  prohibited  the  Legialftttre  noib 
law  to  legolaie  thie  dittrict  eleetionif  however  neceaeary  aticj 
might  beeome  in  anj  pardcalar  district. 

Mr.  BBOWHf  of  Philadelphia.  Did  the  gentleman  say,  that  a  committM 
had  rqiiorted  the  registration  bill.    H^  comd  not  find  it  on  the  record. 

Mr.  Cox  replied,  that  in  March,  Mr.  Thoufson,  a  member  he  believed 
from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  asked  leave  to  bring  in  the  bill,  and  sub^ 
sequendy  introduced  it.    It  was  reported,  but  not  in  the  sfime  shape. 

Mr.  DicKXT  would  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  firom 
Chester^  who  said  he  did  not  know  the  source  of  the  registry  law,  nor 
how  it  became  a  law.  On  the  21st  of  February,  Mr.  T^onpsoif  asl^ed 
leave  to  bring  in  the  bill:  on  the  8th  of  March  Afr.  Davis  reported  ih^ 
registry  bill :  and  on  the  8th  of  April,  it  became  a  Uw. 

That  was  the  course  of  the  registration  law  which  was  so  odious  lo 
some  gentlemen.  It  was  canvas^  in  the  newspapers  from  the  time  of 
its  passage  till  the  extra  session ;  then  it  was  revised  and  aflain  passed, 
after  meeting  every  objection  that  gentlemen  urged  against  it  here.  I  did 
say,  sir,  continuea  Mr.  D.,  that  I  pride  myself  on  having  voted  for  that 
law,  boUi  in  the  first  instance,  and  again  when  it  was  taken  up  for  revi- 
sion. He  prided  himself  on  being  one  of  those  who  thouriit  it  their  duty 
to  provide  for  the  protection  of  the  persons  and  lives  of  their  fellow-eiti* 
sens,  when  they  went  to  deposits  their  ballots  at  an  election.  It  was  not 
the  object  or  intention  of  that  law  to  limit  or  restrain  the  right  of  suffrage. 
Its  object  was  to  afford  protection  to  every  one  who  exercised  the  right  of 
suffrage.  It  enabled  every  one  to  vote  in  quiet  and  peaee,  without  mo-> 
lestatiim  or  apprehension.  To  whom  is  the  law  odious  T  To  those  only 
who  wish  to  exclude  voters  from  the  polls  by  making  it  perilous  fi>r  them 
lo  approach  them :  To  those  who  wish*  to  see  men  compressed  out  of 
shape  in  the  crowd  around  the  window,  and  then  passed  out  of  the  crowd 
over  their  heads.  The  object  was  now  to  repeal  that  law,  without  exami* 
nation,  and,  on  party  grounds,  to  annul  it  The  gentleman  from  Chester, 
the  iMder  of  the  true  democratic  party,  has  denounced  the  act,  and  again 
summoned  his  party  to  the  rally. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  was  bred  and  bom  a  democrat,  and  he  had  b^eved  that 
the  principles  which  governed  him  were  common  to  all  democrats,  until 
experience  taught  him  the  contrary.  He  had  supposed  that  a  cardinal 
pnnciple  of  democracy  was  rotation  in  office.  He  was,  heretofore,  In 
mvor  of  limiting  to  two  terms  the  eligibility  of  any  person  for  the  offoe 
of 'Qovemor,  and  also  of  limiting,  in  like  manner,  the  eligibility  of  those 
officers  who  hold  their  offices  at  his  pleasure.  In  ^at,  however,  he  hid 
t^e  pleasure  to  net  with  the  gendeman  from  Chester,  and  he  was  proud  to 
itay  that*  with  a  minority,  they  had  triumphed  against  a  majority.  For 
his  attempts,  however,  to  carry  out  this  principle,  which  the  democrade 
party  had  contended  for,  he  was  denounced  as  a  disorganizer  of  the  party 
\j  the  democrats  here. 

J/ft*  Bathb  iiflerppsed.    He  insisted  that  the  Chau^  was  bound  lo  say, 
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vJwdiar  all  thit  was  in  oider,  He  had  liiteoed  to  thoie  imferant  ditcua* 
till  hb  waa  tued  of  tbeis. 

Tbm:Cmm  imi  the  lautkmaii  iiraa  undoubtedly  6at  of  ofdar,  but  not 

pm  m.  Ami  oi^era  woe  ba6»re  hitn.  The  Cuiit  had  ioibraMd  inen* 
l|Bre«  AaHhey  weio  put  of  order  in  purauing  topica  foieiipto  te  qnfil» 
tiom  jod  if  they  would  peraiat  in  that  eouree  the  Chair  had  ho  remady 
fbrJL 

Mk.  IhcKXY.  doe  wofd  more.  He  waa  here  by  a  large  majority  6f 
Aa  people  of  Beayer:  and  every  one  of  thoae,  who,  likehimaelf,  belong- 
ed 10  tbol  Spartan  Band,  which  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  had 

^      oft  would,  he  bdieved,  be  triumphantly  anatained  by  their  reapee- 


Mr.  Eabi9  regretedt  he  aaid,  that  ao  much  time  had  been  apent  in  a 
dabeto  ao  foreign  to  the  porpoi>ea  for  which  we  came  here ;  but,  he  would 
ael  attempt  to  letaliaie  upon  thoae  who  had  taken  part  in  it,  by  moving 
m  adionmment  till,  to-morrow,  or  Monday.  He  would  never  take  a  courad 
whieo  would  aacrifiae  the  intereata  of  the  community,  for  the  purpoae  of 
intifyin^  private  piqae.  Thia  remark  he  made  in  reference  to  the  atate- 
awot  whien  he  baa  read,  that  the  Convention  adjourned  the  other  day  oot 
if  penonal  pique  aaainat  him ;  but,  he  made  no  auch  accnaation  againat 
the  aaemboi*.  He  did  pot  believe  that  there  waa  an^  gentleman  here,  ao 
la^  to  honor  aad  principle,  aa  to  act  from  auch  a  motive ;  but,  he  had  aeen 
a  letter  in  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer,  written,  probably,  by  a  peraon  per- 
wted»  by  the  PasaiDBNT,  to  come  within  the  bar  of  the  Convention,  aa  an 
mtrlatirr  of  ita  proceedinffa,  in  which  thia  alanderoua  accnaation  waa  made. 
Tlie  letter  writer  atatea,  that  the  Convention  did  adjourn,  laat  Friday,  until 
Hosdayt  beeanae  he  cdled  the  yeaa  and  naya  on  a  motion.  Thia  waa  a 
vile  libel  oo  the  Convention ;  for,  men  who  would  be  guilty  of  auch  an 
act,  from  aneh  a  motive,  would  rob  a  heii  rooat,  or  commit  treaaon. 

la  fBfard  to  die  regiatration  law,  he  said  that,  from  and  afVer  the  paaaage 
ef  that  aety  no  peraon  in  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia  waa  permited 
to  vote  for  any  officer,  until  he  had  paid  a  tax.  Now,  he  would  aak  the 
]  ffintleman  from  Philadelphia  (Mr.  Hopkinson)  whether  the  Legia- 
if  they  aay  that  no  one  ahall  vote  until  he  baa  paid  a  tax,  for  one 
auot  alao  aay  that  he  shall  not  vote  till  he  has  paid  a  tax  for  twenty 
He  would  alao  aubmit  to  the  gentleman  whether  the  Legialature 
eoold  not  raqnire  that  the  amount  of  the  tax  should  be  one  hundred  dollan* 
The  gentlaatiaa  aaya  the  Conatitution  is  clear  and  distinct,  but  thia  ia  ambig« 
aooa.  One  eminent  lawyer,  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  aaya  the 
ragjalration  law  ia  unconatitutional :  and  another  that  it  is  distinctly  Con- 
aiiiutioiiaL  Then  either  one  gentlemHn  or  the  other  is  wrong.  He  should 
be  plaasfld  to  have  the  Conatitution  made  clear  in  thia  reapect  He  would 
be  |)ad  if  Uie  gentkraan  from  Montgomery  would  modify  hia  propoaition* 
iNatr  aa  it  waoy  he  woold  take  it.  He  waa  not  giung  to  aquabble  about  the 
plioe* .  Snapeee  gentlemen  refoae  to  vote  for  the  proposition  when  it  ia 
o^Ved  IB  the  Bill  of  Righta,  on  the  ground  that  it  will  be  out  of  plioa  there* 
Tbfii  we  aMl  never  get  it  in  at  all.  If  we  followed  thia  course,  we  ahould 
loM. every  thing*  There  waa  always  a  diapute  about  the  proper  place,  and 
he  knew  no  way  to  get  along  but  to  take  a  propoaition  when  it  waa  offered ; 
bn  he  tbooght  thia  waa  in  ita  proper  plaee.  If,  however,  it  waa  to  be  voted 
4a«wa  becaaae  it  waa  not  offurediii  the  right  place,  waaitbeeominf  ingen^ 
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demen  to  make  so  long  a  diacuMion  about  it  T  It  waa  not  proper,  certun- 
IjTf  to  apeak  three  or  four  houra  upon  a  propoaition  and  then  vote  againatit 
becauae  it  ia  out  of  place.  They  could  not,  with  propriety,  aay  any  more 
than  thai  it  waa  out  of  phuse  here,  and  thai  here  they  would  not  vote  for  it 
If  thia  propoaition  waa  out  of  place,  the  diacuaaion  waa  atill  more  ao.  It 
waa  argued  in  aupport  of  the  regiatry  law  that  it  had  been  uaeful  in  pre- 
aervinff  order  and  peace  at  the  electiona,  but  order  could  better  be  pieaeir* 
ed  wiuout  it.  He  had  reaided  ten  yeara  in  one  ward  in  the  county,  and 
he  had  never  known  any  diaorderly  conduct  at  the  polla.  There  never  was 
any  diatuibance  in  the  amall  diatricta,  and  all  that  waa  neceaaary  to  be  done 
waa  the  diviaion  of  the  large  diatricta  into  amall  onea.  The  diatuibaneea 
which  had  been  apoken  of  occured  in  the  large  diatricta.  Locuat  ward,  and 
the  firat  ward  in  Spring  Garden,  where  eight  hundred  votea  were  polled. 
To  poll  eight  hundred  votea,  it  would  require  eight  houra  and  a  half,  to 

S've  every  voter  aufficient  time,  and,  therefore,  the  time  waa  too  abort,  and 
e  conaequence  waa,  a  crowd  at  the  polla  and  diaorder. 

But  the  gentleman  aaya  that  both  partiea  are  now  importing  votea  to 
carry  the  coming  election.  The  regiatry  will  not  hinder  ttiia ;  for  a  certi- 
ficate of  regiatry  can  be  obtained  for  the  imported  voter.  The  remedy  is 
the  election  of  honeat  inapectora.  The  electiona  ought  to  be  ao  regulated 
that  the  minority  ahould  have  one  of  the  inapectora.  He  hoped  that  the 
amendment  would  prevail,  and  aecure  to  the  poor  man  hia  right.  The 
man  who  owna  a  houae  will  alwaya  be  regiateied ;  for  hia  houae  ia  taxed, 
and  the  owner,  whether  at  home  when  the  aaaeaaor  goea  round  or  not,  will 
be  regiatered ;  but  the  poor  man  changea  hia  place  of  reaidence,  ia  unknown* 
and  may  be  overlookea  by  the  aaaeaaor. 

Mr.  Dbnny  could  not  concur  in  the  amendment  for  aeveral  reaaona. — 
The  firat  objection  waa,  that  it  waa  an  interference  with  what  appropriate- 
ly belonged  to  the  Legialature,  and  deacended  to  the  detaila  of  le^lation* 
Thia  waa  not  the  buaineaa  of  thia  Convention.  Are  gentlemen  ready  to 
inveatigate,  legialate,  and  repeal  lawa  ?  The  gentleman  from  Northamp> 
tion  (Mr.  Porter)  aaya  that  thia  propoaition  containa  no  more  than  ia  con- 
tuned  in  the  ninth  article.  Why  then  introduce  it  here  !  Why  discuss 
the  repeal  of  lawa  ?  Lawa,  too,  declared  by.  thoae  gentlemen  to  be  unoon- 
stitntional.  Gentlemen  have  often  declared  that  they  would  oppoae  all 
alterationa  in  the  Conatitution  not  called  for  by  the  people.  Haa  thia  been 
called  for!  Hia  conatituenta  had  not  called  for  it,  and  he  doubted  whether 
the  delegatea  even  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia  had  been  inatructed  in 
favor  of  thia  amendment.  The  converaion  of  the  Convention  into  a  Legis- 
lature of  one  branch  to  paaa  or  repeal  lawa,  he  conaidered  very  improper. 

With  resard  to  the  regiatry  act,  it  might  be  a  wholesome  regulation  for 
the  city,  where  large  maaaea  of  the  people  were  brought  together,  while 
it  might  be  inconvenient  for  the  country.  Diaordera,  riota,  and  tumults* 
more  often  occured  in  a  crowded  population.  No  longer  ago  than  last 
evening,  he  waa  told  by  a  gentieman  reaiding  in  the  city,  that  auph  was 
the  crowd  at  the  electiona  there,  that  men  were  taken  up  and  pitched  ovfr 
the  heada  of  the  crowd  to  the  polla.  The  regiatry  act  might  then  be  ne- 
cessaiy  to  preaerve  propriety  and  order  at  the  ballot  boxea.  He  belieytdf 
that  it  waa  no  more  unconatitutional  than  the  diviaion  of  election  diatriets. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  aaya,  that  the  law  ia  unconatita- 
tional,  and  that  it  waa  enacted  by  a  I«c^ialatnie,  whidi  waa  not  sustained 
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by  ibm  peopI«.  It  is  trne,  that  popalar  prejudice  was  excited  against  the 
legisilaiani  and  he  was  sorry  that  it  was  so.  It  is  true,  that  there  have 
been  toij  kw  such  Legislatates»  and  he  regreted  the  fact.  9at  while  the 
Lefislilaif  of  last  winter,  that  succeeded  it,  would  sink  into  oblivion,  or 
be  iCBsmbered  only  for  the  imbecility  of  its  acta,  or  the  recklcMness  of 
its  coose,  the  Legislature  of  1835-6  would  stand  on  the  annals  of  time  as 
a  bi^t  model  of  virtue,  independence  and  patriotism,  and  whose  illustri- 
ons  acts  will  form  a  proud  era  in  the  legislation  of  the  Commonwealth. 
*nkat  Legislature  retrieved  the  fallen  credit  of  the  State,  invigorated  the 
ffsiem  of  internal  improvement,  repealed  the  State  tax,  and  while  all  the 
dToffts  of  the  General  Government  were  directed  to  depress,  it  sustained 
ad  put  on  a  sure  basis  the  credit  and  the  finances  of  the  Commonwealth. 

fHere  Mr.  Porter  held  up  a  ten  cent  note]. 

If,  continued  Mr.  Denny,  the  policy  of  that  Legislature  had  been  carri- 
ed out,  we  should  never  have  seen  a  shin  plaster  currency.  If  their  poli- 
cy had  prevailed,  and  their  influence  had  extended  to  our  councils  at  Wash- 
■gtoD,  the  currency  would  never  have  been  thrown  into  such  confusion. 
That  Legislature  resuscitated  the  credit  of  the  Commonwealth  which  was 
then  rapidly  falling  to  the  lowest  scale  of  depreciation ;  and  this  was  done 
ia  opposition  to  the  influence  and  efforts  which  were  exerted  both  here, 
ad  by  the  General  Government,  to  impair  the  credit  of  the  State.  If  the 
cfeetB  of  that  Legislature  had  been  suffered  to  prevail,  we  should  never 
have  witnessed  such  evidences  as  the  gentleman  has  shown  us,  of  the 
present  degradation  of  the  currency.  What,  he  asked,  would  have  been 
the  sitoation  of  this  Commonwealth  now,  but  for  the  wise  foresight  of  the 
Legislature  T  Where  would  have  been  your  public  works  in  these  times 
of  general  embarrassment  ?  Owing  to  the  prudence  and  sagacity  of  those 
ncn,  we  are  now  enabled  to  go  on  with  our  public  works.  This  was  that 
Legislature  which  was  so  much  censured  for  passing  the  registry  act. — 
Genttemen  say  that  the  law  was  hastily  concocted,  and  rapidly  huiried 
throurii  its  forms.  Some  gentlemen  even  go  so  far  as  to  intimate  that  it 
was  dandestinely  passed. 

If  the  gentleman  had  turned  to  the  journals  he  would  have  found  that  the 
bill  was  reported  in  March,  which  was  a  very  early  period  for  it  to  have 
been  reported.  Notice  was  given  in  February  and  the  bill  reported  in 
March  and  printed  as  all  other  bills  are.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  bill  as  it 
had  been  amended  in  May  and  reported  with  those  amendments,  so  that 
there  was  nothing  done  in  the  dark  ;  that  was  not  the  Legislature  that  did 
ita  acts  in  secret ;  but  it  was  the  Legislature  that  advocated  open  conduct. 
Here  is  the  bill  as  read  in  May,  with  sundry  amendments  attached  and 
reprinted  at  that  time ;  and  why  do  gentlemen  make  these  charges  unless 
they  can  sustain  them  by  the  facts.  It  is  easy  to  make  broad  assertions ; 
bat  gentlemen  ought  not  to  make  such  assertions  without  something  to 
sustain  and  support  them.  He  had  taken  some  pains  to  examine  the  jour- 
nals and  lecoros  of  the  House  because  he  never  liked  to  deal  in  these  broad 
char;ges  without  having  examined  and  ascertained  the  facts.  Why  did  not 
die  gentlemen  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia  who  had  noticed  this  matter 
very  frequently,  examine  into  and  see  what  the  true  state  of  the  case  was. 
They  seemed  to  be  Tory  much  interested,  and  one  of  the  main  reasons  for 
passing  this  amendment  seemed  to  be  to  repeal  this  act  which  was  declared 
10  hsve  been  passed  in  this  hasty  manner.    The  amendmento  attached  to 
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the  bill  were,  in  theiirst  place,  to  another  bill,  but  were  detached  aqfl  jpl^ced 
ed  to  thic  bill  because  it  waf  considered  to  be  the  most  aj^propriate  .place* 
Gentlemen  hare  said,  however,  that  diis  was  mot  the  approoriate  place^  but 
he  would  ask  them  where  a  more  appropriate  place  coula  be  ifor  axninj]* 
ments  in  relation  to  elections  in  the  city  and  couuty  of  Philadelphia,  ibjui 
to  a  bill,  the  tide  of  which  was  '*  an  act  regulating  election  districts,  apd 
for  other  purposes".  There  was  nothing  obscure  in  the  title,  it  was  as 
plain  and  explicit  as  titles  to  acts  generally  are.  Well,  this  bill  which  wae 
said  to  be  hurried  through  in  such  a  hasty  manner  that  no  one  knew  any 
thing  about  it,  was  taken  up  and  discussed  freely  and  not  finally  passed 
until  the  Idth  of  June,  which  was  the  last  day,  he  believed,  on  which  it 
could  have  been  passed;  the  Legislature  having  adjourned  on  the  1 6th  of 
June.  Then  this  bill  was  reported  and  printed  in  March,  was  before  the 
Legislature  until  May,  when  sundry  amendments  were  attached  to  it,  and  it 
was  again  reprinted  and  not  eventually  passed  until  the  13th  of  June.  What 
hasty  Legislation  was  there  in  all  this  7  Were  bills  generally  so  longbefofe 
the  Legislature  ?  or  had  the  people  of  the  country,  ffenerally,  so  great  an 
opportunity  of  knowing  any  thing  of  the  character  ofbills  which  passed  m 
they  had  in  this  case.  But  gentlemen  had  said  that  the  rule  was  aispensed 
with,  and  it  received  two  rei^iuffs  in  one  day.  Now  he  believed  this  gene- 
rally to  be  the  practice  where  bills  have  received  ample  discussion  in  com- 
mittee of  the  whole,  and  have  been  before  the  body  for  some  time;  besideSt 
it  being  but  three  days  before  the  adjournment,  it  was  necessary  that  this 
should  be  done  or  the  bill  could  not  have  passed  at  all.  He  had  merely 
risen  to  bring  these  facts  before  the  committee  to  set  the  minds  of  gen- 
tlemen right  in  relation  to  the  passage  of  this  law. 

Mr.  Shellito  said,  it  might  seem  rather  miraculous  that  he  should  rise 
to  say  any  thing  on  this  subject,  after  it  had  been  so  fully  discussed  by 
other  gendemen.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  question  now  was,  were 
we,  or  were  we  not  going  to  prevent  the  Legislature  from  hereafter  passing 
laws  to  operate  onerously  on  one  town  or  counW*,  while  they  permits 
other  counties  to  continue  without  such  laws  ?  Was  one  county  to  have 
a  burthen  imposed  upon  it,  which  another  has  not  ?  Has  the  Legisla- 
ture  donb  such  a  thing  as  this  7  If  they  have  done  so,  it  ought  to  be  suf- 
ficient for  us  to  know  it,  and  then  prevent  them  from  ever  again  making 
such  distinctions.  Have  the  Legislature  imposed  upon  any  district  in  this 
Commonwealth,  a  law  which  was  not  asked  for  by  that  district,  and  which 
was  contrary  to  the  will  of  the  majority  of  its  citizens.  If  they  have  done 
such  a  thing  as  this,  their  names,  instead  of  being  handed  down  to  poste- 
rity, should  be  sunk  in  oblivion,  to  be  remembe^  no  more.  If  such  a 
thing  had  been  done  by  any  Legislature,  whether  federal,  democratic,  or 
anti-masonic,  it  was  enough  for  him.  He  would  prevent  them  from  the 
exercise  of  such  powers  again.  Now,  it  cannot  be  denied,  but  this  ihing 
has  been  done ;  and,  if  they  can  so  that  far,  may  they  not  take  away  the 
rights  of  the  freemen,  and  say  who  shall  have  the  privilege  of  votinf,  and 
who  shall  not?  Who  would  trust  the  sacred  right  of  franchise  in  the 
hands  of  a  Legislature,  which  would  take  upon  itself  to  pass  laws  for  the 
government  of  a  district,  which  was  contrary  to  the  express  will  of  the 
people  of  that  district  ?  He  trusted  the  good  sense  of  this  Convention 
would  put  a  check  upon  any  such  legislation ;  and  he  hoped,  if  this 
amnedment  was  so  drawn  up,  as  to  prevent  a  recurence  of  such  acts, 
that  every  friend  of  freedom  would  vote  for  it. 
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Mr«  Rka0  laid  that  the  first  objection  of  the  gentleman  from  Alleglieny 
was  m  rtxj  ttrange  one.    It  was,  that  by  the  adoption  of  this  amendment, 
we  would  interfere  with  duties  appropriately  belonging  to  the  Legislature; 
and  fat  eBdeavors  to  assimilate  propositions,  to  carry  out  his  views,  which 
were  as  difTerent  and  distinct  as  any  two  matters  of  Legislation  could  be. 
He  endeaTored  to  assimilate  letrialation  on  the  subject  of  the  right  of  suf- 
tngt,  widk  the  mere  local  legislation  of  dividing  and  regulating  an  election 
dwiet,  and  contends  that  these  two  subjects  are  fit  and  appropriate  mat- 
ins 10  be  embraced  in  one  bill.  '  Now,  he  thought,  any  gentleman  who 
wenld  endeaTor  to  show  an  analogy  between  two  cases  so  entirely  distinct, 
■ost  be  hard  pushed  for  arguments  to  sustain  his  course.     Wu  it  possible 
that  any  sentleman  would  attempt  to  show  that  there  was  any  analogy 
between  the  mere  matter  of  putting  a  vote  in  at  one  window  in  a  district, 
or  at  another,  and  the  grave  matter  of  what  constitutes  the  right  of  sufTrage? 
Bot  Ae  gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  illustrious  Legislature  which  passed 
this  registry  law.     Now,  let  us  see  what  this  illustrions  body  has  done. 
Wby«  sir*  they  passed  a  district  bill  under  the  last  enumeration  of  taxable 
inh^tants,  at  which  every  friend  of  the  bill  now  blushes.    There  is  no 
man  at  this  day  who  voted  for  that  bill,  who  can  stand  up  and  say  it  was 
ri^t.     There  is  no  man  who  will  venture  an  opinion  that  it  was  not  pal- 
pdbly  and  plainly  an  unconstitutional  act.  It  was  so  notorious  a  violation  of 
the  Cottstithtion,  that   it  is    only   necessary   to  call  the   attention  of 
die  ConTention  to  it  to  show  the  illustrious  character  of  that  Legislature. 
It  was  merely  necessary  to  read  the  title  to  that  act  to  render  the  charac- 
ter of  diat  Legislature  illustrious  in  all  time  to  come.    What  else  did  they 
do  ?     Why,  sir,  they  passed  a  law  to  which  they  were  ashamed  to  give  its 
tme  name.  They  introduced  a  bill  to  incorporate  the  Bank  of  the  United 
Scales  of  Pennsylvania,  without  daring  to  put  the  name  in  the  title. 

Mr.  Banks  hoped  his  friend  from  Susquehanna  would  not  pursue  this 
natter  further,  as  it  must  lead  to  an  unprofitable  discussion. 

Mr.  Rkad  said  he  took  the  hint  of  the  gentleman,  but  there  were  a  few 
of  the  acts  of  that  illustrious  Legislature  which  he  desired  to  notice.  It 
inereiaed  the  paper  currency  of  the  State  from  eighteen  to  seventy  odd 
millions  of  dollars,  and  might,  with  all  appropriateness,  be  called  the  shin 
plaster  Legislature,  or  at  least  that  party  which  re-chartered  the  United 

Slates  Bank,  might  be  termed  the  shin  plaster  party. 

Mr.  Bbown,  of  Philadelphia,  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna 
would  not  bring  this  question  upon  us  now.  Come  it  will,  in  some  other 
phce,  but  let  us  wait  until  it  is  taken  up  in  its  proper  place. 

Mr.  Read  was  very  much  obliged  to  the  gentleman  for  tlie  suggestion. 
Hist  illustriout  Legislature,  from  any  share  of  whose  glory  he  wished 
to  be  exempted,  by  interfering  with  subjects  properly  belonging  to  the 
Nanonal  Government,  has  placed  us,  to  be  sure,  in  a  most  notahle  posi- 
tion, and  this,  sir,  is  the  fruits  of  their  labor,  [holding  up  a  yellow  ten 
cent  SccoR  note].     Allow  me  to  read  it. 

The  Chair  said  the  gentleman  was  out  order. 
Mr.  Rsad:  Does  the  Chair  decide  I  am  out  of  order. 
The  Gbaoi  said  he  so  decided. 

Mr.  Rrao  :  Then  I  must  appeal  from  this  decision,  as  I  am  desirous 
ibo  Conrention  should  hear  the  oontenUi  of  tbii  note. 
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Mr.  Darlington  :  I  presume,  from  the  appearance  of  it,  it  is  a  part  of 
thegold  curreney. 

'Ae  question  wu  taken  on  the  appeal,  and  the  decision  of  the  Ckair 
affirmed. 

Mr.  Read  :  I  will  not  then  read  the  bill,  but  I  will  state  my  recollections 
of  its  contents.  In  one  comer  stands  the  figure  10 ;  and  then,  in  large  Gothic 
capitals — Sucker  Institution,  No.  1000.  Next,  it  goes  on  to  say,  the 
Sucker  Institution  promises  to  pay  to  Solomon  Codfish,  or  order,  ten 
cents,  IN  SUCKERS,  at  the  end  of  one  year.  [Loud  laughter  through- 
out the  Hall.] 

Mr.  Batne  :  I  insist  upon  it,  that  we  have  some  order ;  otherwise,  I 
think,  we  had  better  adjourn  and  go  home. 

Mr.  DiCKST :  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  be  allowed  to  proceed,  as  I 
wish  an  opportunity  to  bring  to  the  test  his  democracy  at  Uiat  particular 
time. 

Mr.  Read  said,  he  had  merely  wished  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Con- 
vention the  fruits  of  the  shin  plaster  party,  in  that  illustrious  Legislature.-— 
He  had  nothing  more  to  say. 

Mr.  Sergeant,  (President)  was  sorry  that  the  gentleman  from  Susque- 
hanna (Mr.  Read)  had  been  interrupted  in  his  remarks.  That  gentleman 
was  an  experienced  legislator ;  knew  well  what  the  rules  of  order  were ; 
and  knew  well  what  was  due  fh>m  one  member  to  another.  We  have  been 
engaged  in  a  very  grave  and  serious  discussion  for  some  time,  and  he  sup- 
posed the  delegate  from  Susquehanna  thought  we  were  fatigued  with  this  long 
continued  gravity.  He  only  wished,  therefore,  to  relieve  us  with  a  little 
fun  about  the  Suckers,  and  why  should  he  have  been  stopped  in  his  good 
natured  remarks?  He  thought  the  Convention  had  entirely  misunder- 
stood the  delegate.  He  did  not  wish  to  provoke  debate,  impugn  motives, 
apply  the  tactics  of  party  warfare,  or  wound  the  feelings  of  any  body,  but 
merely  to  do  the  amiable  and  make  himself  agreeable  by  giving  us  a  little 
sport 

Mr.  S.  would  now  come  to  the  amendment  about  which  he  had  but  a 
word  to  say.  He  had  an  objection  to  the  amendment,  and  would  endea- 
vor to  state  what  it  was.  He  agreed  with  the  gendeman  from  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Porter)  that  this  was  not  the  place  for  this  amendment,  if  it  were 
to  be  introduced  at  all.  It  belonged  to  another  part  of  the  Constitution. 
Gentlemen  might  think  it  a  sufficient  answer  to  this  objection  that  the  ques- 
tion of  place  and  order  was  not  material. 

He  thought,  however,  that  order  was  a  good  thing.  He  thought  that 
justice  was  a  good  thing,  and  he  thought  it  especially  requisite  before  pro- 
ceeding to  condemn  a  law  that  we  should  be  sure  about  our  facts.  He 
thought  there  was  nothing  more  dangerous,  nothing  more  hostile  to  sound 
legislation,  and  nothing  more  to  be  deprecated  for  its  destroying  effects, 
than  the  attempt,  in  a  deliberative  assemblage,  to  pass  summary  sentence 
upon  bodies  and  classes  of  men  upon  no  evidence  at  all-^ipon  loose  ru- 
mors and  hearsay,  in  a  manner,  made  up  as  we  go  along.  What  will  be 
thought  of  IIS  when  it  comes  to  be  our  turn  to  be  treated  in  the  same  way 
in  which  we  have  been  treating  the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania ;  when 
the  members  of  that  Legislature  may  rise  in  their  places  and  talk  of  us,  as 
we  have  been  talking  of  them  here,  and  charge  us  with  not  knowing  what 
we  were  about;  and  show  us  upj  ;^  being  gm^y  of  the  folly  of  spending 
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two  diyt  in  ditcassiog  whether  or  not,  there  was  a  drunken  man  on  the 
diction  gnmnd  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  There  was  nothing  more 
nnjuei  tluo  these  general  charges.  Here  had  heen  a  very  honest  gentle* 
man,  who  he  knew  would  not  state  any  thing  he  did  not  believe ;  yet  he 
liad  made  m  statement  derogatory  in  the  highest  degree,  to  the  Legislature, 
which  the  journals  of  the  Legislature  showed  to  be  entirely  unfounded, 
and  this  arose  from  introducing  assertions  of  fact  here  without  any  examin- 
aooo,  upon  mere  hearsay. 

Now  there  was  nothing  more  dangerous  than  the  adoption  of  such  a 
oourse  of  proceeding.  To  be  sure,  if  the  gentleman  from  Northampton 
riumld  be  a  true  prophet,  and  such  a  Legislature  should  never  assemble 
sgaiut  it  might  be  that  there  would  never  be  a  word  in  reply.  But  his 
objection  to  this  amendment  was  entirely  different  from,  and  independent 
of,  all  soch  questions  and  statements.  He  laid  them  aside,  as  of  no  possi- 
Ue  consequence.  In  the  outset  he  would  remark,  the  words  of  this 
imendment  are  not  different  from  the  language  of  the  Constitution  as  it 
BOW  stands.  Not  in  the  least.  Look  at  the  Constitution,  read  it  over, 
and  you  will  find  that  it  consists  of  two  parts.  In  the  first  place  it  de- 
dares  that  the  elective  franchise  shall  be  enjoyed  by  all  persons  possessing 
certain  qualifications.  What  is  Uie  consequence  of  that  declaration  ? — 
Why,  that  every  man  possessing  these  qualifications  shall  be  entitled  to 
vote.  He  did  notnow  speak  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  but  of  the  Constitution, 
usually  so  called,  as  distinct  from  the  Bill  of  Rights,  which,  nevertheless, 
was  part  of  the  Constitution.  Does  not  the  Constitution  say  that  if  a 
man  is  qualified  he  shall  have  the  right  to  vote.  Can  the  Legislature  pass  any 
law  eontraiy  to  that  ?  Where  is  the  act  of  the  Legislature  of  Pennsylva- 
nia which  has  attempted  to  deprive  a  qualified  voter  of  his  right  to  vote. 
If  it  had  passed  such  a  law,  it  would  have  been  a  violation  of  the  existing 
Constitution,  and  would  not  require  the  aid  of  this  amendment.  If  it  had 
not,  the  question  is  altogether  different — it  is  a  question  of  discretion  or 
expediency,  which  belongs  to  the  liCgislaturo,  and  not  to  us.  Again,  the 
bill  of  rights  says  that  elections  shall  be  free  and  equal.  Now  what  does 
the  amendment  say  ?  It  says  the  elections  shall  be  free  and  equal  through- 
out the  Commonwealth.  If  this  meant  that  every  man  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  voting,  and  that  the  qualifications  of  voters  shall  be  equal 
thjtMighout  the  Commonwealth,  he  gave  it  his  full  assent.  He  concur- 
ed  with  those  who  so  interpreted  the  Constitution  that  the  Legislature 
could  not  alter  the  qualifications  of  voters.  This  however,  did  not  take 
from  them  the  power  to  make  a  registry  law.  Such  a  law  did  not  affect 
the  qualification,  it  only  prescribed  the  evidence.  That,  as  he  understood 
it,  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  in  the  New  York  Convention,  as 
read  by  the  delegate  from  Northampton.  He  (Mr.  Sergeant^  did  not 
value  it  particularly  on  account  of  the  quarter  it  came  fiom.  He  had  no 
particular  respect  for  Mr.  Van  Burkn's  opinions  before  he  was  President, 
and  he  could  not  say  he  entertained  more,  since  he  had  become  President. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  an  opinion  was  right,  he  would  not  reject  it 
merely  because  Mr.  Vajn  Qurex  had  adopted  or  expressed  it.  He  was 
foUv  satisfied  that  the  opinion  expressed  in  this  case  was  a  sound  one, 
aira  he  (Mr.  S.)  adopted  it  not  bec^iuse  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  President, 
but  because  it  was  a  sound  opinion :— wherein  then,  he  repeated  does  this 
amendment  alter  the  present  Constitution  ? 
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The  amiment  of  the  gendeman  from  Northampton  is  plain  enou^. 
He  eays  the  registrir  law  of  lS3&-*6  it  a  violation  of  the  present  Constito* 
tion.  If  it  be  a  violation  of  the  present  Constitution,  then  it  would  be  con* 
Irary  to  this  amendment  If  it  be  not  a  violation  of  the  present  Constitn* 
tion,  Aen  neither  would  it  be  a  violation  of  a  law  made  in  the  verv  words 
of  this  amendment.  This  is  perfectly  clear,  for  the  operative  words  of  dbe 
amendment  are  exactly  the  same  as  the  words  of  the  Constitution.  It  is 
useless,  therefore.  But  he  objected  to  this  amendment  as  accumulating,  in 
the  Constitution,  redundant  and  unmeaning  phraseology.  You  have  aurea- 
dy,  in  the  first  place,  the  definition  of  the  qualifications  of  voters ;  then 
you  have  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  a  provision  for  preserving  the  rights,  that  is, 
the  qualification  as  defined.  Together,  they  make  a  complete  and  ade- 
quate provision.  Yet,  you  woidd  now  put  in  a  third  provision,  and  that 
provision  is  substantially,  if  not  literally,  Uie  same  as  the  one  in  dhe  Bill  of 
Rights.  A  mere  repetition  of  what  is  already  clear.  What  is  the  use  of 
all  this !  The  true  plan  was  this — and  here  he  agreed  with  the  gentleman 
from  Northampton ; — if  the  clause  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  be  equivo<^,  amend 
the  article  in  its  proper  place  in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  make  it  efficacious, 
but  if  you  introduce  a  third  clause  you  only  make  confusion  in  the  instru- 
ment, and  furnish  a  pretext  for  disputes  and  controversies.  But,  now  sup- 
pose this  to  be  otherwise.  He  meant  to  take  it  in  either  view ;  that  it  is 
equivocal,  or  that  it  is  clear.  If  it  is  equivocal  and  uncertain,  it  is  objec- 
tionable on  that  account.  He  thought  it  was  so.  Suppose  it  to  be  other- 
wise, the  virtue  in  the  amendment  will  not  be  in  declaring  that  the  elections 
shall  be  equal,  for  that  is  already  in  the  Constitution — ^but  it  will  consist 
in  its  being  an  attempt  to  define  what  is  meant  by  equality.  He  would 
request  the  Secretary  to  read  that  part  of  the  amendment. 

Now  he  thought  the  language  was  equivocal.  The  present  Constitu- 
tion declares  that  ekctions  shall  be  free  and  equal.  This  amendment 
declares  that  the  election  latvs  shall  be  equal.  There  is  not,  perhaps,  per- 
fect certainty  with  regard  to  the  exact  force  of  language  in  the  present  Con- 
stitution, that  elections  shall  be  equal ;  equality  cannot  with  perfect  exact- 
ness be  predicated  of  elections.  Still  its  construction  is  sufficiently  under- 
stood. But  when  you  say  the  eleetian  laws  shall  be  equal,  what  is  meant  ? 
Does  it  mean  that  elections  shall  be  conducted  in  the  same  manner  precise- 
ly aD  over  the  State  ?  If  that  be  the  meaning,  equaliB  not  the  word,  because 
you  cannot,  with  propriety,  speak  of  election  taws  being  equal.  The  word 
ought  to  be  uniform^  that  is,  the  same.  If  so,  then  that  word  may  be  intro- 
duced. Suppose  it  to  be  introduced,  the  effect  of  it  is  to  oblige  the  Legis- 
lature to  provide  that  elections  shall  be  conducted  in  every  part  of  the  Com- 
monwealth exactly  in  the  same  way.  Now,  is  it  expedient  that  this  duty 
should  be  imposed  on  the  Legislature?  Sir,  the  Constitution  says,  as  it 
now  stands,  that  elections  shall  be  free  and  equal.  But  are  they  uniform 
throughout  the  Commonwealth  ?  Do  not  the  election  laws  provide  th^t 
in  some  districts  the  polls  shall  be  opened  two  hours  earlier  than  in  others  ? 
Do  they  not  close  in  some  districts  sooner  than  in  others  ?  Is  there  uni- 
.  formity  there  ?  No,  sir,  there  is  not,  It  may  be  said  this  is  not  material. 
Be  it  so,  but  in  the  Constitution  is  it  expedient  so  to  tie  up  the  Legislature 
that  they  shall  be  obliged  to  inflict  an  injury  and  inconvenience  on  one  part 
of  the  State,  because  they  cannot  grant  relief  without  inflicting  a  ^ater 
injury  and  inconvenience  on  another  part  of  the  State  ?    Is  it  expedient  to 
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tolrici  ike  Legislature  so  that  it  shall  not  have  power  to  pass  a  registry 
bw  for  some  parts  of  the  State  ?  Sir,  let  us  remember  that  the  Constitu- 
tion protides  that  the  elections  shall  he  free  as  well  as  equal ;  and  he  held 
mubrnitf  to  be  subordinate  to  freedom.  He  held  that  system  or  law  whidh, 
by  aij  construction,  would  destroy  the  freedom  of  elections,  to  be  destruc- 
tive of  liberty.  You  are  to  have  both  freedom  and  equality.  But  suppose, 
in  your  efforts  to  obtain  botli,  you  sacrifice  freedom  in  some  large  districts, 
bffoase  your  LfCgislature  are  compelled  to  provide  for  elections,  that  is  to 
ay,  election  laws,  being  equal.  Then  for  equality  are  you  to  sacrifice 
freedom  ?  What  do  gentlemen  mean  by  freedom  ?  He  was  not  satisfied 
k>  nnderstand  by  freedom  an  ideal  thing ;  an  abstraction ;  a  thing  to  be 
aigued  about  most  vehemently  and  learnedly,  and  in  the  conclusion  to  be 
foand  about  as  rational,  as  to  say  that  all  men  should  wear  coats  of  one  size 
and  shape. 

He  meant  by  freedom  a  practical  thing ;  defined  as  far  as  definable,  and 
txtended  to  us  to  as  great  an  extent  as  we  are  capable  of  enjoying.  He  did 
not  mean  freedom  from  the  oppression  of  laws  merely,  nor  from  the  op- 
pression of  the  majority  which  might  be  tyrannical ;  but  from  oppression 
and  wrong  of  every  sort  Then  he  would  ask  whether  the  man  enjoyed 
freedom  of  election  who  was  elbowed  away  from  the  window  where  his 
vote  was  to  be  received  t  Those  who  are  there  before  him  are  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  freedom,  and  will  not  dve  way  for  him,  and  he  is  turned  off  with- 
out havinff  the  opportunity  of  depositing  his  ballot.  He  has  the  right  to 
vote,  but  he  cannot  vote.  Then  what  becomes  of  your  freedom  of  elec- 
timi  T  Will  you  not  leave  a  power  in  the  Constitution  to  guard  the  weak, 
the  aged,  the  timid,  who  come  to  the  polls,  and,  after  repeated  and  fruitless 
efforts  to  get  to  the  windows,  go  off  in  despair.  Is  that  freedom  ?  No,  sir, 
it  is  sacrScing  the  freedom  of  one  man,  or  may  be  ten  men,  in  order  that 
another  may  have  a  greater  quantity  of  freedom  than  belongs  to  him.  If 
yon  take  the  power  from  the  Legislature  to  correct  this  evil,  then  you  leave 
it  no  where.  He  was  never  present  at  an  election  in  the  county  of  Phila- 
delphia in  his  life,  therefore,  he  could  say  nothing  about  what  occured  at 
their  elections.  One  delegate  had  said  he  never  saw  a  drunken  man  there. 
Well,  he  did  not  question  the  truth  of  this  assertion  to  the  very  letter.  That 
delcjgate  only  says  he  never  saw  such  a  man  there,  but  it  is  but  a  day  or 
two  since  he  said  a  man  had  a  right  to  get  drunk  on  the  fourth  of  July.  He 
believed  election  day  was  held  to  he  a  day  of  equal  license. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  explained.  He  had  spoken  of  a  particular 
election  day  when  there  were  several  thousand  on  the  ground  and  he  had 
not  seen  one  drunk.  He  had  not  pretended  to  say  there  were  not  drunken 
men  there  on  some  other  days. 

Mr.  SsROEANT  said,  in  relation  to  that,  he  was  not  going  to  enter  into  an 
argument  about  it,  unless  it  become  actually  necessary,  and  all  he  had  to 
say  with  regard  to  the  election  day  was,  that  it  was  a  holiday ;  labor  was 
suspended;  the  shops  were  shut  up,  and  a  great  many  went  there  for  a 
frolic  and  iun,  which  no  doubt  added  much  to  the  inconvenience  of  elec- 
tioni.  But  we  have  certainly  heard  it  asserted,  by  some,  that  there  has  been 
intoxication  and  not  and  disturbance  and  hindrance  of  voters  at  the  elections 
in  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  we  have  heard  it  denied  by  others. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  some  regard  should  be  paid  to  those  who  make  the 
•ffinnadve  assertion,  rather  than  to  tiiose  who  make  the  negative,  because 
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it  Quv  be  that  those  latter  gentlemen  have  not  seen  itt  when*  neverthtleae 
it  had  oocored.  The  fact  was,  it  was  known  in  the  city  tlut  a  good  deal 
•f  rioting  and  disorder  had  ooeoted  at  the  elections  at  different  times.  He 
himself  had  seen  leading  men  of  opposite  parties  make  a  formal  treaty,  on 
the  morning  of  election,  so  that  every  man  might  have  a  chance  to  vote , 
and  the  arrangement  was  that  they  should  come  up  in  ranks  and  each  one 
wait  for  his  turn,  and  by  this  means  disorder  was  prevented.  This  some- 
times could  be  done,  and  sometimes  it  could  not.  It  was  a  mere  voluntary 
arrangement  Well,  sir,  do  you  mean  to  tie  up  the  Legislature  so  stiictly 
thatthey  shall  have  no  power  to  secure  the  freedom  of  election  ?  If  so, 
where  would  be  your  much  boasted  freedom  ? 

Suppose  frauds  are  practised  in  elections,  and  persons  are  allowed  to  vote 
who  are  not  qualified  to  vote.  He  was  not  going  to  speak  about  the  facts,  the 
rumor  was,  that  the  importation  of  votes  was  now  going  in  the  county  of 
Philadelphia.  This  he  knew  nothing  about,  but  he  did  know  that  such  a 
thing  is  likely  to  have  happened,  and  it  was  likely  it  might  happen  again ; 
and,  have  you  not  a  right  to  guard  against  this  ?  Put  Uie  case,  that  five 
hundred  illegal  voters  vote  there.  Does  not  every  one  of  these  votes  di- 
minish the  value  of  the  vote  of  the  legal  voter  ?  May  it  not  be,  that  they 
would  turn  the  minority  to  be  the  majority,  and  put  persons  to  rule  over 
that  majority  in  opposition  to  their  clear  and  express  will  ?  Then  again  .* 
every  man  who  was  thus  brought  in  to  the  polls,  was  a  bribed  man.  He  waa 
bribed  to  come  there  to  vote,  when  he  knew  he  had  no  right  to  vote,  and 
had  no  concern  in  the  election.  He  sold  his  vote  to  those  who  paid  him, 
and  provided  him  with  food  and  drink.  Here  then  was  fraud  and  corrup- 
tion introduced  at  your  elctions,  to  overpower  and  destroy  the  elective 
franchise ;  and,  are  you  willing  to  bind  up  the  Legislature,  so  that  they 
shall  not,  if  by  an  appropriate  remedy,  they  can,  protect  the  real  citizen 
from  being  bullied,  or  cheated  out  of  his  rights  by  strangers,  hired  for  the 
occasion — mere  mercenaries  ?  Are  you  to  consider  equality  with  regard 
to  elections,  to  consist  in  every  election  being  conducted  exactly  in  the 
same  way  ?  Do  not,  or  may  not,  circumstances,  in  difierent  parts  of  the 
Commonwealth,  require  that  they  should  be  conducted  differently  ?  Are 
there  not  in  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  large  masses  of  voters, 
who  have  to  vote  at  one  window,  or  in  one  immediate  vicinity,  in  a  small 
apace.  Do  not,  and  may  not,  the  bustle,  confusion  and  disorder,  of  an 
election  in  that  pai:t  of  the  Commonwealth,  present  a  scene  entirely  diffe- 
rent from  the  election  in  a  small  election  district ;  and,  what  he  said  with 
regard  to  Philadelphia,  might  be  so  in  Pittsburg.  Now,  if  the  Legislature 
should  be  satisfied,  that  the  mode  of  proceeding,  proper  to  be  adopted  to 
secure  the  freedom  of  elections  in  these  cities,  weie  not  necessary  in 
other  parts  of  the  State,  will  you  forbid  them  to  legislate,  to  secure  that 
freedom  of  elections,  because,  it  is  not  necessary  in  other  parts  of  the 
State  ?  Or  must  every  other  part  of  the  State  be  subjected  to  inconve- 
nience for  their  sakes— to  preserve  an  absurd  uniformity?  Then  you 
aacrifioe  the  end  for  the  means,  the  substance  for  the  shadow,  and  give  up 
the  sense,  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  word ;  you  destroy  the  very 
objects  you  haVe  in  view,  and  endanger  elective  government  itself.  You 
are  not  guarding  the  freedom  of  elections,  unless  you  leave  it  in  the  power 
of  At  Legislature  to  employ  every  means  they  can  devise  to  make  them 
peaceable,  safe  and  easy,  and  give  to  every  man  the  opportunity  of  voting. 
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iriw  datiraf  it«  without  risk  of  life  or  limb,  or  an  unreaBoxublt  effort  of 
eotrage  or  patioiioe.  Am  to  perfect  equality,  it  cannot  be  brought  about. 
fle  niaw  cf  no  mesne  of  giving  every  man  the  opportunity  of  voting  st 
Asedom  but  one,  and  that  waS'too  objectionable  to  be  thought  o(^-^ 
naunt  die  giving  to  every  man,  who  was  absent,  the  right  to  vote  by 
pcosy;  and  then,  every  man  qusJified,  might  equally  vote  on  the  day  of 
aleeiioii.  K  this  is  not  done,  it  cannot  be  arranged  so  tliat  every  man  can 
vole  on  the  day  of  election.  Some  will  be  absent,  or  sick,  or  unable  to 
attend — some  will  neglect  to  pay  their  taxes,  or  to  be  registered.  Ail  you 
cu  undertake  to  do  is,  to  give  every  man  the  opportunity  of  voting,  who 
jhiirra  to  come  to  the  polls  and  vote.  With  regard  to  the  registry  law,  he 
vonld  only  say,  it  does  not  affect  the  substance  of  the  qualification  in  the 
least.  It  had  been  so  considered  in  Massachusetts,  and  New  York,  and 
it  must  be  so  considered  here.  So  far  as  it  applies  to  the  city  of  Philadel- 
j^iia,  he  had  never  heard  a  complaint  with  regard  to  the  operation  of  it-— 
He  had  always  heard  it  spoken  of  as  being  conducive  to  peace  and  order, 
and  he  thought  it  desirable  that  it  should  be  continued.  It  was  a  law  of 
freedom— -the  freedom  of  elections. 

Mr.  Dickey  said  he  believed  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  had  said, 
if  he  was  not  mistaken,  that  the  Lej^slature  of  1835-6  had  introduced  and 
passed  a  bill  to  which  they  gave  a  false  title ;  or  that  they  were  afraid  to 
give  it  its  true  title.  If  the  gentleman  would  refer  to  that  act  he  would  find 
that  the  title  ooiresponded  exactly  with  the  law  itself.  He  would  find  that 
h  waa  a  law  to  repeal  the  State  tax,  extend  the  internal  improvement  sys- 
tem, and  recharter  the  United  States  Bank.  He  was  never  ashamed  of  the 
lule  of  that  bill;  nor  were  the  party  he  acted  with  ashamed  of  it;  and  the 
highest  compliment  paid  the  body  which  passed  that  act  was  paid  by  the 
gentlenuB  from  Susquehanna  himself.  When  that  bill  was  introduced  in 
the  Senate  the  gendeman  was  in  a  doubtful  situation ;  and  if  he  mistook 
not,  that  gentleman  asked  for  time  on  account  of  the  depth  of  the  snow  and 
the  state  of  the  roads  until  he  could  ascertain  how  his  constituents  stood 
effeeted  in  relation  to  it.  Other  gendemen  felt  prepnred  to  act  without  con- 
sulting their  constituents,  and  the  bill  was  passed.  That  gentleman  voted 
against  it,  and  he  had  no  doubt  he  voted  in  accordance  wiui  the  will  of  his 
constituents.  On  a  recent  occasion,  however,  this  same  gentleman  voted  seven 
diflSnvnt  times  for  an  individual  for  Speaker  of  the  Senate,  who  was  one  of 
those  who  had  been  denounced  as  bribed  traitors  in  consequence  of  the 
votes  he  had  given  on  the  passage  of  the  United  State  Bank  bill.  Not- 
withstanding this,  the  democratic  member  from  Susquehanna  with  six  other 
aati-bank  members,  voted  for  this  individual  who  had  been  denounced  as  a 
bribed  traitor. 

The  Cbaih  said  the  remarks  of  the  gentieman  were  irrelevant  to  the 
qneatioD  before  the  committee. 

The  qQeatioD  was  then  taken  on  the  second  branch  of  Mr.  Stsuoerb's 
atnandnient,  and  it  was  disagreed  to— yeas  49  nays  67,  as  follows : 

Ymmm  ifaii.  Bsuks,  Bedfoid,  Bell,  Bigslow,  Booluim,  Brown,  of  Northainptoal 
BMviiy  of  Pbihdiiphia,  ButWr,  Clarke,  of  mdiana,  Cummixi,  CurU,  DamJi,  DilUoger, 
DonsfaB,  DoomU,  J>ofao,  Etrle, Fleming  Fouikrod,  Oamblo,  Gearbart,  Oilmore,  GreiMl, 
HiitiiifTj  H^hunl,  Helffenftoin,  Kennedy,  Lyone,  Magee,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Cabsn, 
WDtmnH  mlkr,  Owfield,  Read,  Rittar,  Rogara,  SeUera,  8obaati,  ShaUito^  taith  , 
«i9tb,  fllaifc«%  Tbggvt,  Weam,  White,  Woodward-49. 
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lfi.T»— Mmhw.  Agnew,  Ajrit>  Bwndolbr,  Baniitx,  Bajnt,  BUdtt,  Brown,  of  Lur- 
r.  Chimben,  Ghtiidlar.  of  ChatCv  dumiGy,  Clapp,  CIsHm,  of  B«^r«r,  Cluk,  of  Dm- 

giio,  Claavinger,  Cline,  Coatot,  Cochmi,  Cope,  Cox,  Cnig ,  CfBin,  Cram,  Cunninghna, 
•rlingtoo,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dickerion,  Farrelly,  Forward,  Fry,  FuUer,  HarrU,  Hendecw 
■on,  of  Allegheny,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hieeter,  Hopkinion,  Hoopt,  Hyde,  Jenkii 
Kerr,  Konigmacner,  Long,  Maclay,  M'Call,  M*8heny,  Merrill,  Merkel,  Montgomery, 
Myer»,  Penny  packer.  Pollock,  Porter,  ofLancaater,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Parrianea, 
Rcigart,  Royer,  Rusell,  Saeger,  Scott,  8eltaer,  Sill,  Sniye^,  Swetland,  Thomaa,  Todd, 
Weidman,  Sergeant,  President — 67. 

So  the  question  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Martin  moved  the  following  amendment:  *' Provided,  that  the 
rights  of  an  elector  shall  in  no  case  extend  to  others  than  free  white  male 
citizens". 

The  committee  then  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
again  in  the  afternoon,  when 
The  Convention  adjourned. 


FRIDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 


THIRD  ARTICLB. 

T*)e  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole  on 
'S '  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kbrr,  of  Washington,  in  the 

:hiir. 

T  e  question  pendinfif  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  MARnif,  of  Philadel- 
phia, to  amend  the  amendment,  by  adding  to  the  end  thereof  the  following 
proviso  :  **  Provided  aho^  That  the  rights  of  an  elector  shall  in  no  case 

extend  to  others  than  free  white  male  citizens". 

Mr.  Martin  said,  he  would  now  proceed  to  state  his  reasons  for  offer- 
ing this  additional  provision.  In  doing  so,  he  would  be  as  brief  as  possi- 
ble, being  informed  that  there  was  no  disposition  among  members  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  this  topic,  and  would  only  say  a  few  words  on  the 
merits  of  his  proposition.  By  reference  to  the  journals  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  1831,  1832,  page  838,  he  found  that  the  number  of 
black  males,  in  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  was  6757.  That 
being  the  number  five  years  ago,  it  must  now  have  become  more  than 
bOOO.  The  increase  of  colored  inhabitants  in  this  State,  from  the  year 
7700,  is  larger,  in  proportion  to  the  members,  than  in  the  white  populap 
lion.  The  great  increase  of  the  colored  population,  the  fact  that  it  is  still 
tincreasing  rapidly,  and  the  certainty  that,  afler  the  adoption  of  the  Con* 
stitution  we  are  now  making,  the  increase  will  be  still  more  rapid,  consti- 
tute the  reasons  which  induced  me  to  offer  this  amendment  I  find,  in 
addition,  that  in  all  the  States  west  and  south  of  us,  commencing  with 
Ohio,  the  giant  of  the  west — a  State  to  which  we  feel  proud  to  be  near; 
whose  progress,  in  all  the  arts  and  sciences,  in  civilization  and  moral 
worth,  we  are  proud  to  acknowledge ;  our  immediate  sister,  lyin^  on  our 
own  borders— precisely  the  same  provision  is  introduced  into  their  Consti- 
tntions.  Following  out  all  the  great  western  States,  to  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware* only  a  few  miles^from  our  own  doors,  we  find  the  same  policy  pre- 
nSe,  except  in  the  State  of  Kentudiyt  where  the  Indiaiis  also  ere  indui 
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ded.  My  Csan  have  been  excited  by  the  eziBting  state  of  things,  and  leet 
tihe  doOT  of  the  right  of  franchise  should  be  opened  wider  than  before,  as 
die  anuBdment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  evidences  a  decided  dispo- 
sition to  ikTor  the  class  of  mdividuals  to  which  my  proposition  refers.  In 
Philadelphia,  we  have  hitherto  escaped  being  associated  with  these  persons 
at  the  pcdb,  owing  to  a  construction  put  on  the  Constitution,  that  the  right 
10  nrte  coold  not  be  exercised  without  a  previous  assessment.  But,  although 
tbis  is  the  case  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  it  is  not  so  in  other  coun- 
tieB,  for,  I  understand,  that  these  persons  are  in  the  habit  of  voting  in 
several  of  them.  The  situation  of  the  country,  the  fate  and  destiny  of  elee- 
lioDs  will,  in  future,  depend  pretty  much  on  the  fate  of  this  amendment— 
Tliere  are  some  of  the  wards  of  the  city,  in  which  I  find,  if  the  Constitu- 
tion give  them  the  right,  that  they  will  be  able,  not  only  to  carry  the 
wards,  bat  to  distribute  all  the  offices,  independent  of  the  wards.  It  is 
not  neceaaary  for  me  to  say  any  thing  as  to  the  result  of  such  a  condition 
of  things.  It  is  always  wrong  to  hold  out  to  these  people,  that  they  can 
laok  on  an  equality  vrith  the  white  citizen.  There  always  must  be  an 
inequality.  If  it  is  a  folly  for  me  to  strive  to  reach  the  standard  of  the 
loftiest  intellect,  I  may  be  permited  to  say,  that  these  persons  are  as  far 
below  me.  Yet,  if  they  cannot  advance  to  thnt  rank,  which  is  out  of  their 
reach,  it  does  not  follow  that  they  must  retrogade.  Is  there  any  thing  to 
jostify  the  opinion,  that  these  individuals  can  bring  into  the  ranks  of  our 
citizens  that  weight  of  intelligence  which  should  induce  us  to  admit  them 
to  take  part  in  our  contests,  shoulder  by  shoulder,  and  side  by  side.  In 
making  this  remark,  he  had  no  intention  to  depress  any  man,  or  any  set 
of  men.  But,  why  should  we  attempt  to  delude  men  with  promises 
which  can  never  be  realized,  and  by  holding  out  to  them  something  which 
can  never  be  carried  out.  Our  fathers  commenced  the  labor  of  attempiiag 
to  devate  the  Indian  character,  and  did  every  thing  m  their  power  to  raise 
die  aboriginal  standard  to  an  equality  with  our  own,  to  fit  them,  by  educa] 
tion,  to  mingle  in  our  social  circle,  our  temples  of  religion,  and  our  legis- 
lative halls.  It  turned  out  a  total  failure.  And,  this  is  one  of  the  evi(ien- 
ces,  that  it  is  altogether  futile  and  useless  to  pursue  the  experiment  of 
making  the  African  and  Indian  equal  to  the  white  citizen.  I  recollect 
seeing,  when  a  boy,  some  of  these  Indians  going  to  college,  and  have  since 
discovered,  that  they  made  no  other  use  of  their  education  than  to  beg 
from  door  to  door,  and  ask  for  whiskey,  in  Hebrew,  Greek,  and  Latin. 
The  Dovelty  of  the  circumstance  enabled  them  to  succeed.  If  the  attempt 
10  derate  the  Indians  turned  out  a  failure,  any  effect  to  raise  the  colored 
popolation  would  also  result  in  failure.  What  is  the  state  of  thins^s  in 
Pennsylvania?  Much  has  been  done  for  these  people— schools  have  been 
kept  up-— they  have  been  instructed  in  all  the  sciences,  and  in  the  rudi- 
ments of  religion,  and  I  have  known  but  one  solitary  instance  of  a  good 
result,  although  I  have  lived  forty  years  on  the  snme  spot,  and  have  been 
well  acqaain£d  with  all  that  has  been  done.  There  is  a  black  genlenin 
in  Philaddplua  county,  James  Fortune,  a  sail  maker,  who  is  an  exce  *i\m. 
What  is  his  fitnation  ?  He  has  accumuhip*!  pro  lerty,  obrai  ^eJ  r  •:•  • 
table  standing,  and,  in  consequence  of  his  color,  is  noticed  m^re  iha  i  ■ 
white  man  wodd  be  in  the  same  situation.  I  will  say,  therefore,  that  all 
diese  attempts  are  fallacious,  and  that  nothing  can  be  done  to  place  the 
edoied  race  by  the  side  of  the  whites.    But,  if  we  are  to  open  our  doors, 
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tnd  spread  it  far  and  wide,  that  this  State  is  a  depot  for  free  nemes,  tUYes 
and  runaways,   what  will  be  the  consequence?    Let  geQUemen  walk 
through  Philadelphia,  and  see  for  themselves,  and  be  convinced.  They  camft 
together  there  from  all  the  southern  States,  and  have  so  corrupted  eaich 
other,  that  they  are  now  in  a  situation  far  worse  than  the  bonaage  from 
which  they  have  escaped.    It  is  impossible  to  walk  through  Cedar  ward, 
in  a  clear  warm  evening,  for  the  black  population.    If  it  were  just  and 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  they  could  be  elevated  to  the  level  of  the  white 
population,  they  might  have  received  some  portion  of  our  care  and  atten- 
tion.   The  subject,  which  has  become  such  a  fashionable  theme,  was  first 
taken  up  in  England.     A  great  man  who  had  nothing  to  do,  but  to  hunt 
out  something  to  build  a  name  upon,  set  it  on  foot.  A  species  of  fanaticism 
sometimes  takes  possession  of  good  men,  and  they  are  carried  away  by  a 
belief,  that  a  great  deal  more  is  yet  to  be  done  than  ever  has  been  done.— 
This,  however,  is  not  a  correct  view.     Look  at  the  country  where  this 
fUse  humanity  had  its  origin,  and  you  will  find  these   philanthropists 
overlooking  the  squalid  poverty,  the  necessities,  and  privations  of  the  white 
population  around  them,  which  ought  to  have  commanded  all  their  sym- 
pathy, and  taxetl  their  utmost  abilitv  to  relieve,  and  devoting  their  feehnga 
and  their  funds  to  the  population  of  Africa.     Again,  does  any  one  believe 
that  tlie  eondition  of  the  African  race  here,  is  worse  than  in  their  own 
country  ?    Who  is  there  that  believes  this  T    No  sensible  man  believes 
that  the  black  man  is  worse*  off  here  than  in  Africa.    If  there  is  any  who 
does  believe  it,  let  him  read  the  history  of  Africa,  and  compare  the  situa^ 
tion  of  their  people  there,  with  their  condition  here,  and  he  will  be  satis- 
fied, that  they  have  a  far  better  portion  of  the  comforts  of  life  here  than 
where  they  come  from.     Again,  we  ought  to  consider  that  we  arc  under- 
nininff  a  population  we  are  much  more  bound  to  than  to  them,  when  we 
talk  of  admiting  these  blacks  to  equal  rights  and  standing  with  ourselves. 
None  of  us  owe  any  debt  to  the  black  population.    They  are  clearly  ofi*ottr 
hands.     No  one  imagines  that  we  have  had  any  thing  to  do  with  bringing 
them  here ;  and,  therefore,  we  are  clear  of  the  sin.    The  state  of  th<i 
white  population  is  growing  worse.     We  are  fast  treading  on  the  heels  of 
Europe.     No  one  can  take  up  the  history  of  Europe,  without  seeing  what 
is  the  miserable  condition  of  that  country,  where  the  white  population 
are  compelled  to  endure  hardships  far  worse  than  any  which  are  endured 
by  the  blacks  in  this  country. 

I  do  not  intend  to  travel  further  into  this  subject,  as  I  understand  there 
is  no'  disposition  to  debate  it.  The  reasous  I  have  offered  will  be  nearly 
all  that  can  be  required  of  me.  I  shall  reserve  the  right,  if  any  discussion 
should  arise,  to  go  more  fully  into  the  subject.  I  will  mention  one  or  two 
irubjects  more,  and  then  leave  the  result  in  the  hands  of  the  committee.-^ 
Has  the  Convention  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  numbers  only  ought  to 
determine  every  thinff  at  the  polls,  and  that  mind  and  intelligence  are  to 
have  no  influence  T  Why  did  the  experiment  of  building  up  a  republic  in 
France  fall  through.  They  endeavored  to  follow  our  example,^  and  if  tbc^ 
dldiMt  iuoceed,  It  iKras  not  for  want  of  numbers ;  in  that  respect,  t^ey.ftr 
!ixii^ed\i^.    ^y^  opinion  is,  that  the  republican  VxDenment'^  !eU 

through/ Ifa  cbhsequence  of  the  voteira  not  Having  miqu,  or  not  jMermitiny^ 
that  mitid  to  celnfiM  them.  .Gentlemen  .woulid!  remember,  that  when^the 
roteli  #ihne'bcfiiig  taken  for  a  First  Consiil  of  France,  the  bfliceir  who  f^m« 
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nanded  a  ngiinent  UBed  this  language :  *'  Gomradea,  you  are  entirely  free 
10  ▼Die  ai  you  please,  but  if  you  do  not  vote  for  the  Fuurr  Conbitl,  you 
wiU  be  shot  at  the  head  of  the  regiment*'.  This  was  the  cause  of  the 
fttlure  of  the  experiment.  And,  if  we  admit  the  7000  blacks  to  die  polls 
at  Philadelphia,  they  will  be  ready  to  go  as  they  may  be  directed,  ioflu- 
eneed,  and  worked  upon  by  some  master  of  intrigue.  It  is  in  vain  to  tell 
me,  that  these  individuals  are  on  tlie  same  scale  in  society,  and  gLf\ed 
with  the  same  intelligence,  as  ourselves.  Who  are  we,  and  where  do 
ve  eome  from !  And,  I  will  here  say,  that  these  remarks  are  not  made 
fins  any  ill  will  or  hatred  for  this  people.  If  I  know  myself,  I  am  free 
from  the  littleness  of  malice,  or  any  malevolent  or  rancorous  feeling 
wainat  them.  But  when  I  look  at  them,  and  tlien  at  myself,  and  at  what 
me  world  is  composed  of,  I  cannot  hut  see  a  vast  difference.  We  are  the 
descendants  of  Europe— some  of  us  of  English  origin,  others  of  Irish, 
Seotcht  German,  and  Spanish.  Our  sires  were  the  masters  of  the  civi- 
Ezed  world,  an  immeasurable  distance  in  advance  of  all  tlie  other  populap 
tion  of  the  earth.  And,  this  has  been  the  case  for  some  hundreds  of  years. 
Go  into  the  sandy  climes  of  the  east,  and  select  the  inhabitants,  and  tell 
me  if  they  stand  on  an  equal  eminence.  Wc  have  been  in  advance,  and 
have  given  a  tone  to  civilization  throughout  the  world,  and  why  are  we 
DOW  lo  think  of  retrogiading  and  going,  down  ?  Although  our  residence 
if  not  in  Europe,  we  are  of  European  descent,  not  the  **  degenerate  sons  of 
noble  sires***  but  possessed  of  all  those  admirable  qualifications  which 
bdong  to  those  from  whom  we  have  spnmg.  Mr.  M.  concluded  with  ex- 
pressing his  regret  at  the  mistaken  course  which  had  been  taken  by  good, 
bat  misjudging  individuals,  laboring  under  the  delusions  of  prejudice  and 
bigotry,  in  rejerenee  to  the  black  population.  He  did  not  impute  to  them 
criminal  designs ;  he  believed  numbers  of  them  to  be  acting  conscientiously, 
and  for  what  they  believed  to  be  pure  and  proper  ends.  But,  he  reminded 
them  that  **  charity  begins  at  home'*,  that  there  is  a  wide  scope  for  the 
operations  of  benevolence  within  our  own  class  and  color  of  population; 
and,  thai  their  labors  were  tending  to  Hood  the  State  with  a  refuse  popula- 
tion, ignorant,  indolent,  and  fit  to  be  instruments  of  evil.  He  then  closed 
his  remarks  with  stating,  that  if  it  was  thought  proper  to  take  the  question 
without  debate,  he  would  take  leave  of  the  su))ject  altogether;  if  not,  he 
might  feel  himself  called  upon  to  go  into  the  full  merits  of  the  question,  in 
order  to  shew  why  it  is  not  in  our  power  to  prevent  such  a  provision 
as  was  contained  in  his  amendment,  from  going  into  the  Constitution, 
without  violating  the  high  trust  and  duty  which  the  people  of  the  Com- 
monwealth had  entrustcu  into  the  hanilK  of  this  Convention. 

Mr.  Fuller,  while  he  agreed,  he  said,  that  something  conclusive 
should  be  done  in  respect  to  our  black  popnlnlion,  regreted  that  the  gen- 
tleinan  had  thought  proper  to  introduce  tlio  subject  at  this  time.  He 
wished  it  might  be  held  back  till  upwards  tlie  close  of  the  session,  well 
knowing  the  agitation  it  was  likely  to  produce,  at  whatever  time  it  might 
be,  taken  up.  li  would  be  more  satisfaciorv  to  ifie  public,  and  less  hazar* 
ym  to  the^j^ral  business  of  the  Conventioo,  to  take  it  up  towards  die 
cicm  of  tKe  ^euion.  Then  il^conld  be  pui'.in  a  separate  article^  ^^,4.^^ 
£  the  jMBople.  Re  asked  wirLiTicr  it  would  be  in  order  to  move  its  jpbs?- 
pcmemeiit  for  the' present. 

tlie  Crau  hail  some  doubts  whether  it  woiild  be  in  order. 
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/The  report  of  the  committee  would  be  the  question  until  it  was  amend- 
ded,  eyen  if  the  postponement  was  now  amed  to,  it  would  extend  no  longer 
than  an  opportunitv  to  call  up  the  amendment  again. 

Mr,  FvLLXR  asked  if  the  previous  question  would  cut  off  all  amend* 
ments,  and  leave  the  question  on  the  report  of  the  committee. 

The  Chair  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  FuixKR  said  this  being  the  case,  he  would  request  the  mover  to 
withdraw  the  amendment  for  the  present.  The  discussion  of  the  subject 
here  would  consume  much  time  and  produce  great  excitement,  and  nuch 
was  the  state  of  feeling  on  the  subject  in  the  Commonwealth,  that  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  would,  no  doubt,  prevent  the  people  from 
acoeptinff  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Martin  disagreed  with  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  as  to  the  effeel 
of  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  on  the  vote  of  the  people.  He  thought 
it  would  secure  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution  by  an  overwhelming  vote. 
He  would  not  withdraw  the  motion.  Gentlemen  might  vote  it  down  if 
they  pleased. 

Mr.  Woodward  had  hoped,  he  said,  with  the  gentleman  from  Fayette, 
that  the  motion  would  be  withdrawn  for  the  present.  It  had  Ion?  been  a 
vexed  and  unsettled  question,  whether  colored  people  had  a  right,  under 
the  present  Constitution,  to  vote.  It  had  taken  the  proper  shape  for  a 
legal  decision  in  his  county.  A  case  from  the  county  of  Luzerne  nWsr 
now  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State,  and  it  would  be  decided 
in  July  next.  If  it  should  there  be  settled  that  they  have  not  the  right, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  introducing  any  amendment  on  the  sub- 
ject 

Mr.  Martin  said,  nothing  could  be  settled  by  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  upon  the  old  Constitution,  for  the  clause  was  about  to  undergo  an 
alteration. 

Mr.  DicKET  did  not  see,  he  said,  why  there  should  be  so  much  anxiety 
to  avoid  tliis  question.  We  might  as  well  come  up  to  the  mark  and  meet 
it  We  might  as  well  say  what  we  mean  by  freemen,  and  whether 
colored  persons  have  a  right  to  vote.  But  the  amendment  was  itself  am* 
biffuous.  Did  the  gentleman  propose  to  exclude  all  who  are  not  white  f 
will  he  explain  what  he  means  by  **  white  freemen**.  Does  he  mean  to 
exclude  all  persons  of  a  tawny  hue  ?  What  standard  of  color  does  h^ 
intend  to  propose  7 

Mr.  Martin  did  not  suppose,  he  said,  that  the  gentleman  was  in  earnest 
in  asking  the  question.  There  could  be  no  difficulty  in  ascertaining  who 
were  white  citizens.  He  meant  to  exclude  the  colored  population,  instead 
of  holding  out  to  them  the  delusive  prospect  of  an  equal  participation  in 
the  rights  of  citizenship.  It  was  a  proper  subject  for  our  acdon,  and  it  was 
a  question  which,  sooner  or  later,  must  be  met.  Here  it  could  be  met, 
free  from  political  or  popular  bias,  or  excitement  He  trusted  we  should 
meet  it  like  men,  and  decide  it 

Mr.  DicKET :  The  gentleman  has  not  answered  the  question.  He  has 
not  told  us  whether  all  colors,  except  white,  will  be  excluded  by  the 
am^ndmentp— whether  all  the  various  shades,  departing  from  white  and 
carnation,  are  to  be  disfranchised.  He  came  here  under  a  Constitution, 
which  said  nothing  about  white,  or  about  c4>lors,  and,  he  was  as  well  pre- 
pared to  vote  on  m  question  now,  as  at  any  fbture  period.    His  consti* 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  18a7.  « 

lotBlifbt  was  mire,  did  not  expect  this  question  to  come  up,  and  did  notdesire 
any  acden  npon  it  He  did  not  believe  that  this  was  one  of  the  amend- 
ments that  the  people  of  Philadelphia  county  had  instructed  their  delegates 
to  Tote  for.  The  gentleman,  therefore,  was  probably  violating  his  own 
instmdions  in  proposing  it,  and,  if  not,  he  was  certainly  violating  the  cut  of 
hiseoat. 

Mr.  Mabtin  :  That  is  for  me  to  judge  of. 

Mr.  Daxlinoton  said,  the  further  mscussion  of  this  subject  would  be 
attended  with  neat  excitement,  and  to  no  good  purpose.  A  case  has 
men,  as  Is  known  to  every  one  here,  which  involves  this  whole 
qocstkm.  It  will  be  argued  in  the  month  of  July,  before  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Pennsylvania,  without  any  appeal  to  passion  or  politics  ;  and, 
dioold  it  be  settled  as  the  opinion  of  the  court,  that  the  present  Constitn- 
tioQ  does  not  extend  the  right  of  suffrage  to  blacks,  every  officer  of  an 
deetion  will  be  governed  by  it.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  would  see  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  the  motion. 

Mr.  FoBWABD  remarked,  that  it  was  the  general  wish,  as  far  as  he  had 
heard,  that  this  question  should  be  taken  without  debate,  after  hearing  the 
expbnstions  of  the  mover  of  the  proposition.  No  benefit  could  arise 
from  an  excited  discussion  of  the  question  here.  He  hoped  gentlemen 
wooU  come  to  the  question  at  once,  and  decide  it  without  further  discus- 
sion. In  the  present  state  of  the  public  mind  on  this  subject,  any  amend- 
ment in  regaza  to  it,  would  only  tend  to  array  so  powerful  an  opposition 
as  to  dsfint  the  whole  Constitution,  which  we  may  submit.  Suppose  we  agree 
teas  amendment  excluding  all  colored  persons  from  voting.  It  would  never 
be  agieed  to.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  should  expressly  give  them  the 
niht  of  snATrage.  the  whole  Constitution  would  be  rejected  by  the  people. 
Vie  had  no  idea  that  the  Constitution  would  be  submited  in  any  other  way 
than  as  an  entire  instrument,  and,  therefore,  any  unpalatable  provision 
woold  defeat  the  whole  work.  When  the  excitements  of  the  day  are 
pasasd,  the  matter  can  be  settled,  whatever  may  be  the  decision  of  the 
Sanreme  Court. 

Mr.  RsiOAKT  liked  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  to 
postpone  the  subject.  If  it  could  now  be  postponed,  he  would  move  that 
U  be  postponed  for  the  present. 

Bfr.  DicKET  :  It  cannot  be  postponed.  It  may  be  brongh  up  again,  at 
any  time,  on  the  motion  of  any  member. 

The  Chair  said,  if  postponed,  it  would  remain  postponed,  until  some 
one  should  call  it  up. 

Mr.  DoRAN  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion  to  postpone. 

Mr.  M*Cahbn  said  that  as  the  yeas  and  nays  had  been  demanded,  he 
woold  give  some  reasons  that  would  govern  his  vote  upon  the  question 
bdbie  me  committee.  He  had  been  infonned  that  it  was  a  historical  fact, 
that,  in  the  Convention^of  1789-90,  the  committee  upon  that  article  of  the 
present  Constitution  which  embraces  the  right  of  suffrage,  presented  a 
report  whidi  read,  that  all  white  male  citizens  twenty-one  yeara  of  age  and 
Hfwett  should  be  entitled  tovote.  Albert  Gallatin,  who  was  a  member 
of  that  Convention,  thought  that  the  word  white  was  too  indefinite ;  that  it 
mig^t  exdnde  him  from  the  enjoyment  of  the  rights  of  a  voter ;  and  upon 
his  siuggestion,  ihe  word  was  stricken  out.  He,  (Mr.  M*Cahen)  appre- 
hsiids£uiat  at  tUs  day,  there  conU  not  be  any  doubt  as  to  the  meaning  of 
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t|i9  word«  and  we  should  detenniae  at  once,  whether  the  colored  popula- 
tiipo  conld  vote  or  not ;  leave  nothing  for  the  oonatruction  or  decision  of 
t|ie  assessors  and  inspectors  of  the  election ;  if  they  were  entitled  to  vote  in 
one  part  of  the  State,  they  should  be  entiUed  to  vote  in  every  part  of  it; 
and  the  assessor  who  neglected  to  assess  them  violated  the  law.  No  die- 
tinction  should  exist;  but,  Mr.  Chairman,  said  he,  carry  out  the  principle; 
if  they  should  be  entided  to  vote,  place  them  in  your  jury  box,  elect  them 
as  members  of  the  Legislature,  and  to  any  and  all  of  the  offices  established 
by  your  laws ;  appoint  them  Justices  of  the  Peace,  Judges  of  your  courts, 
and  then  you  may  say  you  are  real  philanthropi8,s ;  he  confessed  that  there 
would  be  true  republicanism  in  witnessing  upon  the  bench  of  your  Su- 
preme  Court  the  presiding  Judge  ;  the  offspring  of  JfriccCs  shores^  sitting 
in  brotherly  and  religious  companionship  with  his  ti^Ai^e  brethren^  deci- 
ding upon  your  rights^  your  properties,  and  your  lives. 

If  you  will  not  consent  to  carry  out  the  principle,  but  assert  that  it  is 
impolitic  to  touch  it,  you  cannot  really  be  their  advocates.  He  could  not 
consent  to  oppose  the  principle  of  liberty — he  could  not  interpose  an  opin- 
ion against  the  relative  rights  of  any  human  being — ^he  was  opposed  tQ 
slavery  either  of  the  mind  or  the  body — he  was  in  favor  of  the  right  of 
petition,  and  the  petition  or  prayer  of  the  colored  man  should  be  heard  and 
respected ;  but  in  giving  this  vote,  he  would  discard  all  motives  of  policy » 
and  unless  gentlemen  would  meet  the  question  broadly,  it  was  hypocriti- 
cal of  them  to  boast  of  the  '*  rights  of  freemen*'.  Let  the  milk  of  human 
kindness  instruct  us  to  act  our  parts— encourage  our  fellow  citizens  to  inter- 
marry with  them-Hiot  revolt  at  it-— do  not  boast  of  your  advocacy  of  the 
poor  negro^  if  you  mean  only  to  five  advantages  to  the  rich  one.  Where 
will  this  principle  lead  you  to  ?  If  the  professions  of  gentlemen  are  sincere, 
why  do  they  not  cairy  them  out  in  practice  ?  When  he  found  this  illus- 
trated, he  would  give  credit  for  the  amiable  and  virtuous  motives  which 
governed  them.  If  they  are  not  permitted  by  you,  from  motives  of  policy  ^ 
public  opinion,  or  pride,  to  enjoy  these  other  rights  of  citizens  m  your 
State,  it  is  in  vain  for  you  to  object  to  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
before  the  committee.  lie  would  at  this  time  vote  for  the  amendment— > 
The  disposition  to  record  a  different  vote  upon  mere  mature  deliberation, 
he  reserved  to  himself  ^  he  would  not,  at  this  time,  leave  doubt  in  the  Con- 
stitution as  to  who  should  or  should  not  enjoy  the  light  to  vote. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said  he  wished  he  could  give  a  silent  vote 
on  the  question,  for  he  knew  how  desiruus  the  committee  had  been  to  avoid 
the  consideration  of  this  subject  at  this  time,  and  how  anxious  it  now  was 
to  prevent  a  lengthened  debate.  He  would  say  nothing  to  provoke  a  reply; 
but  he  felt  the  subject  to  be  one  of  too  much  importance  to  give  his  vote 
upon  it  without  giving  his  reasons  for  that  vote.  He  had  no  agency  in 
bringing  it  before  the  Convention ;  but,  like  any  other  subject  that  mifht 
oonie  before  it,  he  would  not  shrink  from  giving  it  a  full  consideration* 
No  qn^tion  had  been  decided,  or  would  be  decidied  by  the  Convention^  of 
•omuch  importanoe;  being  nothing  less  than  to  recognize  the  riffht  of 
many  thousand  inhabitants  of  the  State  to  a  politioal  equity  with  the 
lest  of  its  inhabitants,  or  to  deprive  them  of  that  ri^t  This  certainly  was 
a  question  of  too  great  magnitude  to  be  satisfactorily  determined  thus  briefly 
and  quietly ;  but  it  was  for  every  delegate  to  considei  this  matter  for  himself. 
The  anMadment  of  his  colleague,  (Mr.  MARTOf)  he  said,  went  to  exclude 
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from  the  rights  of  an  elector  all  negroes  and  persons  of  color ;  and  it  had 
been  asked  by  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickey)  how  it  could  be 
determiiied  who  such  persons  were  ?     It  would  only  be  necessary  to  refer 
to  the  Constitutions  of  several  States  in  the  Union,  where  similar  provi- 
sions vere  found,  and  where  no  difficulty  had  ever  orcured  ;  besides,  this 
question  had  been  settled  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States ;  they  had  defi- 
ned the  meaning  of  the  terms,  and  had  established  the  principle  that  no 
negro  could  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.     But  does  the  gentle- 
msD  mean  by  this  question,  that  there  is  no  di« tine:  ion,  or  that  it  cannot  be 
seeded?     The  gentleman  from  Luzenic  (Mr.  Woodward)  says,  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  negroes  were  *'  citizens  and  freemen*',  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  present  Constitution,  was  now  before  the  Supreme  Court,  and 
that  we  ou^t  to  await  its  decision  before  we  made  any  further  provision  on 
the  subject.      Can  it  be,  that  we  ought  to  leave  to  the  Supreme  Court,  or 
to  any  other  tribunal  on  earth,  the  power  to  say  who  are  to  be  recognized 
as  citizens  and  electors  ?     This  belongs  to  the  people  alone,  and  to  them  it 
opght  to  be  submited.       The  very  fact  that  it  is  a  subject  of  legal  doubt 
ou^t  to  indoce  us  to  submit  it  to  the  people  for  their  decision.     It  is  our 
doty  to  do  so  yand  no  matter  of  policy  ought  to  deter  us  from  the  perform- 
uee  of  that  duty. 

Mr.  B.  would  repeat  again,  that  the  question  was  one  of  great  impor- 
tance—the  position  that  this  race  of  people  occupied  in  these  United  States, 
or  that  they  were  hereafter  to  occupy,  was  one  that  no  one  could  look 
upon  with  mdifiference :  and  he  thought  it  was  one  that  ought  to  be  settled 
now.  The  longer  it  was  postponed,  the  more  difficult  it  would  be.  If  the 
eommittee  would  look  back  to  the  situation  of  this  race  at  the  period  of  the 
fonnation  of  the  present  Constitution  in  the  United  States  and  in  this  State, 
and  compare  if  with  thp  present,  they  could  not  but  see  the  great  change 
that  had  taken  place,  and  how  necessary  it  was  now  to  mark  more  deti- 
nitirely  the  lines  that  were  to  separate,  or  the  bands  that  were  to  unite 
them  with  the  white  race.  The  gentleman  from  Allegheny  (Mr.  Forward) 
tells  as  it  is  a  dangerous  question  to  touch — that  if  we  incorporate  with 
oar  amendment  the  one  under  consideration,  it  will  jeopardize  them  all. — 
And  why  ?  Because  there  are  a  strong  party  of  aholiiionists  in  the  State. 
Is  this  so?  Do  the  abolitionists  aim  at  elevating  the  negro  race  to  a  politi- 
cal equality  with  the  white  ?  If  this  be  their  object,  said  Mr.  B.  the  sooner 
the  people  of  Pennsyldania  know  it  the  better.  He  (Mr.  B)  had  thought, 
it  was  tneir  rights  as  human  beings  the  abolitionists  had  been  endeavoiing 
to  establish,  not  their  right  to  a  political  equality.  He  thought  it  was 
ihe  deprivation  of  their  natural  rights,  not  their  social  or  political  rights, 
that  had  called  forth  the  sympathy  and  the  devoted  exertions  of  the  aboli- 
tionists  in  their  behalf.  If  they  have  other  aims  and  intentions  than  the 
restoration  of  the  former  of  these — If  they  demand  for  the  negro  political 
and  social  equality,  whatever  may  be  the  consequence,  it  ought  to  be  known 
now,  and  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  would  demand  its  avowal. 

Did  the  framers  of  the  present  Constitution  intend  to  extend  to  the 
negro  race  the  rights  of  citizens,  particularly  that  of  an  elector  ?  Or  does 
its  provisions  justify  such  a  construction  ?  The  case  alluded  to  by  the 
gentleman  from  Luzerne,  shows  thatitis  doubtful.  But  what  has  been  the 
practice  under  it?  Mr.  B.  said  he  had  not  known  cartainly,  before  he 
came  into  ihe  Convention,  that  any  negro  had  ever  voted  in  Pennsyl- 
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Tania ;  but  he  had  been  told  by  ffentlemen  of  the  Convention,  that  there 
were  some  hundreds  voted  in  Yonc  county  ;  some  thirty  or  forty  in  Bucks, 
and  many  others  in  various  parts  of  the  State.  In  the  city  and  county  of 
Philadelphia,  he  did  not  believe  one  had  ever  voted.  Now,  said  Mr.  B.  is 
this  just  ?  Ought  one  portion  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  to  be  deprived 
of  a  right  that  is  enjoyed  by  another  portion  ?  Why  should  the  rich  negro 
of  Bucks  be  entitled  to  a  vote  any  more  than  the  humble  negro  laborer  of 
Philadelphia  ?  Is  it  because  the  one  has  property,  and  the  other  has  not  ? 
By  the  same  rule,  the  white  farmer  of  Bucks  ought  to  vote,  and  the  white 
laborer  of  Philadelphia  ought  not.  If  we  give  to  the  negro  the  right  of  an 
elector,  it  is  not  because  he  has  property,  but  because  he  is  a  man,  and  a 
citizen,  and,  as  such,  if  extended  to  one,  it  should  be  extended  to  them  all 
—to  the  poor  negro  as  well  as  the  rich.  If  we  made  any  distinction 
between  the  white  man  and  the  negro  it  should  be  because  God  and  nature 
had  made  that  distinction ;  but  there  could  be  no  republican  rule  by  which 
we  could  make  a  distinction  between  the  rich  negro  and  the  poor  one — ^the 
negroes  of  Philadelphia,  and  those  of  York,  or  Bucks,  they  should  have 
equal  rights,  and  the  laws  should  protect  them  in  their  full  enjoyment. — 
But,  why  is  it  that  this  distinction  has  been  made  T  Why  are  they  allow- 
ed the  rights  of  an  elector  in  one  place,  and  denied  it  in  another  ?  Gen- 
tlemen on  a  former  occasion  have  told  us  why.  It  is  the  tax  qualification 
which  some  gendemen  told  it  us  was  necessary  to  retain,  to  prevent  the 
negroes-^the  *'  sweeps*',  as  the  gentleman  from  Bucks  terms  them,  from 
voting.  It  it  intended  that  the  rich  negro  shall  vote  who  has  property  to 
tax,  and  the  poor  white  man  who  has  none,  to  be  excluded  ?  Or  is  this 
the  tenure  by  which  the  rights  of  an  elector  are  held  ?  It  is  the  mere  will 
or  caprice  of  an  assessor  Uiat  determines  this  great  question,  which  ought 
to  be  determined  by  the  Constitution  alone.  This  is  what  gives  to  me 
poor  negro  of  York  and  the  rich  negro  of  Bucks  the  rights  of  citizenship, 
and  which  deprives  thousands  of  both  rich  and  poor  of  the  same  right  in 
the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia;  and  that  may  give  it  to  every 
negro  in  the  State.  Such  practices  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  in  a 
Government  of  laws.  It  was  jusdy  said  by  the  gentleman  from  ihe  city, 
(Mr.  Scott)  on  another  occasion,  that  a  fraudulent  vote  put  into  tne 
ballot  box  in  any  other  part  of  the  State,  was  a  wound  inflicted  on  the 
whole  State.  If,  then,  a  negro  is  allowed  to  vote  in  York  county,  and  is 
not  allowed  elsewhere,  is  not  the  whole  State  injured  ?  Elections  are  to 
be  free  and  equal.  And  as  that  gendeman  also  said,  that  all  qualified  voters 
should  be  protected  in  their  lighta — I  would  ask  that  gendeman  if  negroes 
could  be  protected  in  their  enjoyment  of  this  right  in  the  city  and  eounty  of 
Philadelphia  ? 

If  we  concede  to  them  the  rights  of  an  elector,  the  mere  right  to  vote, 
this  will  be  but  one  step,  which,  if  we  take,  we  are  bound,  by  all  the  prin- 
ciples of  our  Government,  to  carry  fully  out.  This  determines  their  cha* 
racter  as  citizens.  When  this  is  acknowledged,  they  are,  or  ouffht  to  be, 
entided  to  the  rights  and  privileges  that  this  tide  confers.  If  Siey  have 
the  riffht  to  vote,  they  ought,  as  my  colleague  (Mr.  M'Cahen)  states,  to 
have  ue  right  to  be  elected  to  the  Legislature,  and  to  be  judges  and  jurors ; 
and,  this  last  right  was  of  far  more  importance  to  them  than  any  other. — 
The  Constitution  and  the  laws  recognized  the  right  of  citizens  to  be  tried 
by  their  peers.    It  was  well  known  that  great  prejudices  existed,  in  soma 
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placet,  agnnl  negroes.     It  was,  therefore,  of  the  first  consequence  to  them 
to  be  trial,  in  part,  by  those  of  their  own  color ;  but,  when  could  this 
ri^t  be  extended  to  tliem  ?    He  would  leave  the  committee  to  determine. 
Again,  (said  Mr.  B.)  if  we  say  they  are  citizens,  and  givin?  them  the 
ri^ts  dt  an  elector  makes  them  such,  they  become  a  part  of  the  State» 
and  ooglit  to  bear  her  burdens,  and  assist  in  her  defence,  to  be  enroled  in 
the  mHiftia,  and  form  a  part  of  her  armies.     And,  if  they  thus  fight  the 
bitiles  of  the  State,  the  path  of  honor  ought  to  be  open  to  them,  and  you 
sbould  make  captains,  colonels,  and  generals  of  them  !     Can  you  do  this  ? 
Tet,  all  thisis  Uie  necessary  consequence  of  the  rights  of  an  elector,  which 
acknowledges  them  as  citizens.     This  is  the  higher  right — the  rest  must 
fbUow,     I  ask  again,  are  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  prepared  for  all  this? 
Are  they  willing  to  break  down  all  the  barriers  that  divide  the  races,  and 
Bake  tbem  in  aU  things  equal  ?     If  they  are  not,  why  hold  out  to  them 
ezpectalionfl  that  can  never  be  realized  ?     Why  give  Uiem  any  reason  to 
suppose,  that  they  are  entitled  to  equal  rights  and  equal  privileges  with  the 
whhe  man,  when,  by  our  laws,  and  the  laws  of  society,  they  are  not,  and 
eumot  be  permitted  to  exercise  them  ?     This  is  slavery,  indeed !    Worse 
dian  ail  the  slaver}*^  of  the  south.     In  the  south,  they  are  taught  from  their 
oadle  that  they  are  inferior  to  the  white  man.     They  believe  it,  and  feel 
not  their  degradation.     But  here,  you  teach  them  that  they  are  equal  with 
die  white  man — but  this  equality  confers  no  equality  of  privilege.     It  ele- 
vates them  not— they  must  live  among  you  as  degraded  beings.    Is  this 
liberty  t    Is  this  equality  ?     If  we  are  ready  to  grant  to  them  political 
equality,  let  as  do  it  fairly,  and  guarantee  its  exercise  fully.     But,  as  full 
lad  eqoal  rights  and  privileges  have  been  refused  them,  and  could  not  be 
exercised  by  them,  he  (Mr.  B.)  would  never  consent  to  make  invidious 
distinctions  among  them,  or  place  them  in  a  doubtful  and  dangerous  posi- 
tioiL    He  would  not 
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He  would  have  them  fully  protected  by  the  laws ;  but,  he  was  well  satis- 
fied that  his  constituents  would  not,  at  present,  sanction  equal  political 
privileges.  He  would,  therefore,  place  them  where  they  had  heretofore 
been  supposed  to  be  placed  m  this  State,  and  as  they  were  now  placed  by 
positive  provisions  in  the  Constitutions  of  Connecticut,  and  perhaps  other 
of  the  oM  States,  and  the  new  States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  M i- 
diigan,  of  the  non-slave  holding  States.  This  would  be  better  for  them, 
and  for  the  peace  and  safety  of  the  State,  and  the  Union.  These  were  the 
reasons,  in  part,  that  induced  him  to  vote  for  the  amendment. 
Mr.  DoRAN,  of  Philadelphia,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  ;  and. 
The  question  being  taken,  was  decided  in  the  negative — yeas,  49 ;  nays, 
61 — ts  follows : 


Bedford,  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  PhiUdel- 
ilits.  Bote,  Cnim,  Cummin,  Cnrll,  Darrah,  Dickeraon,  Dillinger,  Donafcan,  Donndl, 
boran,  Farreflj,  Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gilmore,  HarrU,  Hasting** 
Houpt,  Hjde,  Kennedy,  Magee,  Mann,  Martin,  M*Cahen,  Miller,  Myere,  Overfield, 
Porter,  d  Nortbampton,  Read,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Scheetz,  Shellito,  Smith, 
Staiy^  8nhfly,8lRigere,  Swetland,  Taggart,  Weaver,  Woodward — 49. 

Nats^-Mchii.  Agnew,  A3nre8,  Banks,  Barndollar,  Bamitz,  Bayne,  Bell,  Btddle 
^^mh*™,  Gbambeis^  Chandbi,  of  Chester,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver^^  Claik,  of  Dau 
flni,  CktkBf  flf  fiidiiQS,  Cleavinger,  Clftis,  Costea,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cox,  Craig,  Cndo 
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Canningham,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickey,  Earle,  Forward,  Hayhant,  Henderersoii,  of 
Allegheny,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Hopkinson,  Jenks,  Kerr,  Konigmacher, 
£ong,  Lyons,  Maclay,  M'Call,  IVTDowell,  M'Sherry,  MerriU,  Merkel,  Montgomery,  Pen- 
nypflicker.  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lanca.ster,  Purviance,  Reigart,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Sill, 
Thomas,  Todd,  Weidruan,  White,  Young,  Sergeant,  PretiderU — 61. 

Mr.  Hayhurst,  of  Columbia,  mov^ed  to  amend  the  amendment,  by 
inserting  after  the  word  "taxes"  these  words:  ''And  free  male  citizenf, 
qualified  by  age  and  residence  as  aforesaid,  who  shall,  within  two  years 
next  before  the  election,  have  paid  any  public  tax  required  by  law,  shall 
also  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  district  in  which  they  shall  reside". 

Mr.  H.  said  that,  perhaps,  this  was  not  the  appropriate  place  for  the 
amendment  to  come  in.  His  object  in  introducing  it,  however,  was  to  give 
the  right  of  suffrage  to  every  citizen  who  had  paid  a  State,  county,  road, 
school,  or  poor  tax.  It  had  happened  that  a  man  had  gone  and  presented 
bis  vote,  with  a  receipt  of  his  having  paid  the  poor  tax — ^when  he  was  told 
by  the  election  ofilcer  that  he  had  not  paid  his  county  tax,  and  consequent- 
ly he  could  not  vote.  Now,  the  object  of  his  amendment  was  to  extend 
the  elective  franchise,  to  the  greatest  possible  limits.  He  would  not  be  in 
favor  of  any  tax,  were  it  not  for  ascertaining  a  man's  residence. 

Mr.  Sterioere  suggested  that  the  amendment  would  come  in  better  be- 
tween the  first  amendment,  and  the  amendment  just  adopted. 

Mr.  Hathxtrst  had  no  objection,  to  this  course,  and  modified  his  amend- 
ment so  as  to  come  in  after  the  word  "  taxes". 

Mr.  Darlington  thought  the  amendment  could  be  amended  at  any  place 
provided  there  was  nothing  taken  from  it. 

The  Chair  said  the  motion  was  that  the  proposed  amendment  come  in 
between  the  two  amendments  which  had  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Darlington  would  suggest  that  the  gentleman  might  attain  his  ob- 
ject by  inserting  in  the  amendment  the  words  •*  or  other  public  taxes". 

Mr.  Hayhurst  said  he  had  enquired  whether  he  could  insert  his  amend- 
ment m  one  of  the  amendments  which  had  been  agreed  to,  and  it  was  de- 
cided to  be  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Darlington  thought,  if  that  was  out  of  order  it  would  be  out 
of  order  to  insert  anything  between  the  two  amendment  adopted,  because, 
as  he  viewed  the  matter,  they  were  then  an  entire  proposition. 

Mr.  Sterigere  considered  that  the  amendment  was  in  its  appropiiate 
place,  as  it  did  not  interfere  with,  or  trench  upon  either  of  the  other  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  Hayhurst  then  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  amendment, 
which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Darlington  said,  he  had  only  made  the  suggestion  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  the  amendment  in  the  right  place.  He  could  not,  however, 
agree  with  the  gentleman,  that  it  was  necessary  to  extend  the  right  of 
suffrage  any  further  than  they  had  already  extended  it.  Already  we  have 
extended  it,  so  that  all  who  have  resided  in  the  State  one  year,  and  paid  a 
State  or  county  tax,  are  entitled  to  a  vote,  and  he  thought  this  amendment 
would  merely  have  a  tendency  to  make  the  matter  more  complicated.-* 
Every  individual  in  the  community  is  now  liable  to  be  taxed  for  State  or 
county  purposes,  while  it  was  a  known  fact,  that  road  taxes  operated  upon 
some,  without  operating  upon  the  whole  community.  The  school  tax 
was  not  a  general  tax,  although  it  was  a  public  tax ;  to  some  townships 
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it  does  not  apply  to  all.  It  seemed  to  him  wholly  unnecessary  to  intro- 
dace  any  new  provision  on  this  subject,  and  he  should  feel  bound  to  vote 
against  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to 
the  principle  contained  in  this  amendment.     The  majority  of  the  com- 
mitlee  have  decided,  that  the  tax  qualification  shall  be  retained  in  the  Con- 
•litiidon.     He  was  always  disposed  to  acquiesce  in  the  decision  of  thQ  ma- 
jority, and,  as  he  understood  from  the  expression  of  opinion  which  we 
have  had  on  this  subject,  it  had  settled  down  to  this  point,  that  the  tax 
qoalification  was  only  to  be  retained,  because  they  wanted  some  evidence 
of  residence ;  and,  it  seemed  to  be  agreed  on  all  hands,  that  the  Conven- 
tion desired  to  ^ive  every  person  a  chance  to  vote,  who  was  entitled  to 
Tole.     If  then,  this  was  the  case,  why  not  multiply  the  chances  of  a  mau^s 
getting  a  vote.     It  is  well  known  we  have  not  bad  a  St^te  tax  for  -forty 
years,  except  for  a  very  short  time.     We  have  no  State  tax  now,  and 
hence  a  man  has  but  one  chance,  and  that  is  the  county  tax.   Well,  a  case 
might  easily  arise,  where  a  man  neglected  paying  his  tax  until  the  day 
of  election,  and  it  might  so  happen,  that  the  collector  of  county  taxes 
would  be  absent,  or  not  to  be  found,  and,  by  this  means,  a  citizen  would 
be  cut  out  of  his  vote.     But,  give  him  a  chance  of  paying  the  other  taxes 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Columbia,  and  he  will  be  secured  in  this 
tacred  right.     Give  him  a  chance  of  paying  any  public  tax  laid  by  law, 
and  that  will  multiply  his  chances  of  getting  a  vote,  and  identify  him  with 
the  district  in  which  he  gives  it,  and  this  seemed  to  be  all  that  was  wanting. 
Then,  if  he  does  not  meet  the  collector  of  county  taxes,  he  may  meet  the 
collectors  of  borough,  road,  or  school  taxes,  which  will  save  him  being 
depri%'ed  of  his  vote.     He  had  merely  risen  for  tlie  purpose  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  tliis  subject,  hoping  the  amendment  might  bo 
adopted. 

Mr.  Agnew  said,  the  word  public,  iiiade  use  of  in  this  amendment,  was 
very  indefinite,  and  might  moan  almost  any  thing.  He  did  not  conceive, 
thai  the  proper  evidence  could  be  obtained  in  cases  of  borough,  road,  or 
poor  taxes.  He  apprehended  tliat  the  reason  why  we  adopted  Stale  or 
county  tax,  in  the  amendment  we  had  made  to  the  Constitution,  was  this, 
that  you  must  have  a  record  of  tlic  taxable  inhabitants  to  carry  it  out.— 
It  was  made  the  duty  of  the  ('ounty  Conimis^sioners,  in  cases  oi'  county 
lax,  to  furnish  the  election  officers  with  lists  of  the  taxable  inhabitants, 
which  was  the  evidence  of  residence  desired,  and  which  was  a  complete 
protection  against  fraud ;  and,  he  apprehended,  that  one  of  the  great  rea- 
sons for  inserting  Slate  or  county  tax  in  the  amendment,  was  to  prevent 
fraud,  as  it  would  confine  every  voter  to  his  proper  district.  But,  if  he 
has  paid  any  other  tax,  what  evidence  have  you  that  he  has  paid  it.  It 
had  been  admited  on  all  hands*  that  the  payment  of  tlie  tax  showed  no 
more  strength  of  mind,  and  maile  the  person  no  more,  capable  of  exercising 
the  right  of  suff I  age,  but  tliat  it  was  merely  imposed  as  an  evidence  of 
residence ;  but,  if  you  extend  it  to  taxos,  uver  which  the  County  Com- 
missioners ha%'e  no  jurisdi(-iu»n,  you  have  none  of  tlie  evidence  at  all 
which  is  desired,  and  when  tlie  man  foiii(?s  to  llu*  polls  to  vole,  you  have 
no  evidence  at  all  of  his  residence  in  the  diMirict,  except  his  own  word. — 
A  man,  in  this  way,  might  claim  the  right  to  vote  in  two  or  three  districtp, 
and  the  only  evidence  you  would  have,  would  be  his  word,  or  bis  oath,-i«« 


94         PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

If  you  allow  a  principle  of  this  kind  to  be  adopted,  frauds  will  be  com- 
mited  to  an  enormous  extent,  and  perjury  will  stalk  abroad  without  the 
means  of  correction.  For  these  reasons,  he  could  not  see  that  it  would 
be  proper  to  extend  this  right  any  farther  than  had  been  adopted  by  the 
eommittee. 

Mr.  Hathurst  said,  he  was  well  aware  that,  in  some  instances,  persons 
might  offer  to  vote  without  there  being  any  record  evidence  of  their  citi* 
zenship  in  the  district,  but  he  was  as  well  aware  that  this  principle  would 
not  introduce  any  more  cases  of  this  kind  than  exist  at  present.  In  the 
first  place,  the  commissioners  of  the  county  will  furnish  certified  lists  of 
the*taxable  inhabitants,  in  each  township,  to  the  election  officers,  and  all 
persons  coming  up  to  vote  would  find  their  names  there  recorded,  if  they 
were  residents  of  the  township.  All  other  taxes  are  based  upon  the  county 
rates  and  levies,  so  that  the  lists  furnished  to  election  officers  will  actually 
contain  all  the  voters  in  the  election  district,  if  it  is  correctly  made  out.— > 
Then,  all  that  was  to  be  done  when  a  man  comes  forward  to  vote,  is  to 
refer  to  this  list,  and  see  if  his  name  is  there.  If  so,  he  was  entitled  to 
vote  by  this  amendment,  in  case  he  had  paid  any  tax  at  all,  and  the  evi* 
dence  of  that  would  be  the  receipt  of  the  collector  to  whom  he  had  paid  the 
tax.  But,  he  wished  to  extend  this  matter  so  that  it  will  not  be  necessary 
for  a  man  to  pay  a  tax  for  the  support  of  the  poor,  or  for  the  education  of 
the  children  of  the  county,  to  obtain  a  vote,  but  that  he  may  be  entitled  to 
it  if  he  has  worked  on  the  road,  because,  it  might  be  that  a  man  might  not 
have  the  specie  to  lay  down  to  pay  his  tax,  when  he  had  a  strong  grasp  to 
handle  the  hoe  on  the  highways,  and  he  asked  that  he  might  have  the  pri- 
vilege to  vote,  in  consequence  of  having  done  labor  of  this  kind  sufiicient 
to  pay  his  tax.  He  wished  every  man  to  have  a  voice  in  the  selection  of 
his  rulers,  who  had  contributed  any  thing  in  any  way  to  the  public,  either 
by  the  payment  of  a  tax,  or  by  the  labor  of  his  hands.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, wish  to  have  the  right  extended  so  as  to  permit  frauds  to  be  practised 
in  our  elections,  but  merely,  so  that  every  citizen  of  Pennsylvania,  who 
has  paid  a  public  tax,  may  have  the  privilege.  But,  say  gentlemen,  where 
is  the  evidence  that  he  has  paid  this  tax  ?  Why,  the  evidence  was  in  the 
receipt  of  the  overseer  of  the  poor,  the  receipt  of  the  treasurer  of  the  school 
district,  or  any  other  public  officer  to  whom  he  had  paid  his  tax.  The 
list  furnished  the  election  officers,  by  the  commissioners,  will  be  the  evi- 
dence of  his  residence  in  the  election  district,  and  the  receipt  will  be  evi- 
dence that  he  has  paid  his  tax.  This,  he  thought,  was  not  asking  too 
much,  and  he  hoped  the  committee  would  sustain  this  amendment  *  He 
knew  it  was  not  in  the  most  appropriate  place,  but  he  asked  that  the  prin- 
ciple might  now  be  recognized,  and  on  second  reading,  it  can  be  inserted 
in  its  proper  place. 

Mr.  Dickey  should  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Co- 
lumbia. He  was  opposed  to  the  tax  qualification,  but  as  it  had  been  de- 
cided by  the  committee  that  it  should  be  retained,  he  was  under  the  neces- 
sity of  acquiescing  with  it.  He  was,  however,  anxious  to  see  any  pro- 
position introduced  which  went  to  extend  the  ri^ht  of  suffrage,  and  when- 
ever such  proposition  was  introduced,  he  would  be  found  voting  for  it.*— ^ 
He  would  not  however,  hold  himself  bound  to  vote  for  the  amendment  as 
amended.  When  the  question  came  to  be  taken  between  it  and  the  report 
of  the  committee,  he  should  vote  against  the  amendment,  with  the  hope 
dial  we  may  yet  dispense  with  the  tax  quali^cation, 
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Mr.  fhiTTH,  of  CentiB,  was  disposed  to  go  for  the  amendment  where  it 

was,  became,  he  thought*  if  it  was  not  adopted,  injustice  might  be  done  to 

poor  men,  because  of  their  not  being  able,  in  many  instances,  to  pay  the 

necessary  tax.     The  commissioners  in  each  county  make  out  lists  of  the 

taxable  inhabitants,  but  before  the  time  comes  round  for  paying  the  taxes, 

the  laboring  man,  in  many  cases,  may  have  moved  into  another  district, 

and  iriien  he  comes  to  vote  he  may  be  deprived  of  the  privilege,  in  conse- 

qaenoe  of  his  name  not  beins  on  the  assessor's  books.     But,  he  may  have 

WDfked  on  the  roads,  or  paid  a  poor  tax,  and  this  would  entitle  him  to  a 

vote,  in  case  this  amendment  should  be  adopted.    In  some  counties,  the 

road  tax  and  poor  taxes  were  higher  than  the  county  tax.     In  his  own 

eoontj,  the  road  tax  was  five  and  a  half  mills  to  the  dollar,  while  the 

county  tax  was  only  two  and  a  half.     Hence,  he  thought,  there  might 

Boch  benefit  result  from  this  amendment,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 

adopted. 

The  committee  then  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
again  to-morrew,  when 

The  Convention  adjourned. 


SATURDAY,  June  24,  1887. 

Mr.  Maoks,  of  Perry,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Perry 
eoonty,  on  the  subjects  of  Banks  and  Banking,  praying  for  legislative  re- 
itrictions. 

Mr.  M'Cahxn,  of  Philadelphia,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of 
Philadelphia  county,  similar  in  its  import  and  prayer. 
These  memorials  were  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Mkrkxl,  of  Cumberland,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of 
Cumberland  county,  praying  that  the  trial  by  jury  may  be  extended  to 
luffitiTes  from  labor,  which  was  refered  to  the  committee  on  the  ninth  ar- 
tide  of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Mann,  of  Montgomery,  submited  the  following  resolution : 

Wbxbkai,  it  tppeftN  to  thit  Convention,  from  the  progress  hitherto  made,  thai  it  is 
aloMMt  hnpftwiHt,  ikat  the  duties  we  were  sent  here  to  perform,  can  be  accomplished  and 
farangjit  to  a  close  before  the  unhealthy  part  of  the  season  (viz :  dog  days)  commences  ; 
and  wbereasy  so  large  a  body  of  individuals,  congregated  in  one  house,  would  doubtless 
gitallj  impair  our  health,  if  not  endanger  our  lives  : — llierefore, 

Re99hedj  That  this  Convention  will  adjourn  on  the  7th  day  of  July  next,  te  meet 
afpin,  in  this  place,  on  the  17th  day  of  October  ensuing. 

The  resolution  being  under  consideration,  and  the  question  being  on  the 
seeond  reading,  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  53,  nays  28. 

Mr.  PoiTXR,  of  Northampton,  moved  to  amend  the  preamble,  by  adding 
these  words :  **  And  whereas,  there  are  a  number  of  farmers  in  this  Con- 
vention, who  are  anxious  to  go  home,  and  get  in  their  hay  and  harvest". 

The  PxxsmxMT  decided  it  to  be  out  of  order  to  amend  the  preamble. 

Mr.  HnsTXX,  of  Lancaster,  said,  he  had  hoped  the  Convention  would 
not  hare  been  again  perplexed  with  motions  of  this  character.  He  was 
•Btnrely  oppowd  to  adjournment.    We  were  sent  here^  with  the  implied 
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understanding,  that  we  should  complete  the  work  which  was  confided  to 
us ;  and,  any  gentleman  who  could  not  make  up  his  mind  to  stay  here, 
should  have  said  so  when  he  was  nominated.  We  ought  to  finish  before 
we  adjourn.  We  can  do  as  much  in  two  months  now,  as  we  shall  do  in 
five  months,  after  we  return  from  a  visit  to  our  homes.  Afler  seeing  his 
constituents,  every  gendeman  will  return  with  his  head  full  of  plans.  In 
addition  to  this,  it  might  be  urged,  that  the  Convention  cannot  get  through 
the  residue  of  its  labors,  firom  the  17th  of  October  to  the  ^rst  Tuesday  of 
December,  when  the  Legislature  will  meet.  It  will  be  impossible  for  the 
Convention  to  get  throu^,  and  the  Legislature  will  require  this  Hall,  and 
we  shall  have  to  find  a  new  place  for  our  deliberations.  The  expense  of 
oar  going  and  returning  will  also  be  charged  to  the  Convention.  There 
are  some  of  our  members,  who  may  be  caUed  to  Congress,  in  September. 
The  President  will  have  to  attend  to  his  duties  there,  and  Mr.  Inoersoll 
expects  to  go  there.  There  were  several  gentlemen  round  him,  also,  who 
are  likely  to  be  selected  by  the  people  at  the  elections,  in  October,  for 
public  trusts,  and  resignations  would  probably  take  place,  so  that  we  may 
expect  to  be  deprived  of  many  of  our  members,  and  special  elections  would 
have  to  take  place.  Why  is  all  this  to  be  ?  Why  shall  we  not  go  on, 
and  finish  the  business  ?  Any  gentleman,  who  cannot  make  his  arrange- 
ments to  stay  here,  ought  not  to  have  come.  The  people  will  not  be  satisfied 
with  our  leaving  the  work  unfinished.  Letters  have  already  been  received 
by  gentlemen,  in  which  strong  dissatisfaction  is  expressed.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, that  the  Convention  wiu  vote  down  this  resolution.  It  will  be  yet 
two  monthe  before  the  sickly  season  will  come  on,  and,  even  then,  this 

Slace  is  not  more  sickly  than  any  other  country  town.  The  oldest  inha- 
itants  assure  me,  there  is  no  more  sickness  here  than  in  other  places. 
Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  said,  he  regreted  that  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery  had  deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  ofifer  the  resolution  now 
under  consideration.  He  had  supposed  that,  when  a  similar  resolution, 
for  a  temporary  adjournment,  was  before  the  Convention,  a  week  ago,  a 
sufilicient  indication  was  then  given,  that  a  majority  of  this  Convention  was 
opposed  to  any  adjournment,  until  the  business  was  finished  for  which  it 
assembled.  Will  we,  by  passing  this  resolution,  determine  that  we  will 
adjourn  on  the  7th  of  July,  let  the  situation  of  our  business  b^  what  it  may 
at  that  time  ?  It  is  said  that  a  majority  can  at  any  time  rescind  the  reso- 
lution, or  extend  the  time.  Admiting  this  to  be  so,  then  what  will  be 
fained  by  passing  the  resolution  now,  if  the  raajoiity  may,  on  the  6th  of 
qIv,  rescind  it,  and  thereby  prostrate  all  the  preparations  gentleman  may 
make  for  returning  home  ?  We  have  heard  much  said  respecting  that  part 
of  this  body,  who  are  farmers,  and  the  necessity  of  their  going  home  to 
attend  to  their  harvests,  and  therefore,  that  it  was  proper  to  adjourn.  It 
may  be  necessary  for  a  few  of  those  gentlemen  to  ask  leave  of  absence  for 
a  few  d^ys  ;  but,  have  we  not,  Mr.  President,  heard  a  number  of  those 
gentlemen  declare,  upon  this  floor,  that  they  did  not  desire  an  adjournment 
on  their  account?  It  is  true,  some  members,  who  are  farmers,  have  oc- 
casionallv  been  absent  on  leave ;  but,  as  far  as  my  observation  has  ex* 
tended,  the  fanners  are  the  most  steady  attenders  on  the  business  before  this 
Convention,  and  that  it  is  gentlemen  belonging  to  another  class,  whose  seats 
are  more  frequently  vacant.  By  passing  the  resolution  now  before  us,  we 
deleniuiie  to  adjourn  on  the  7tli  July,  and  to  meet  again  on  the  ITtb 
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October  next.  Sir*  when  I  took  my  seat  in  this  Convention,  my  determi- 
BatioQ  was  to  remain  until  the  business  we  were  expected  to  perform  was 
finiithed,  if  that  was  possible.  I  believe  the  people  of  the  State  desire  we 
should  do  so  ;  at  least,  I  hare  every  leason  to  believe,  that  those  whom  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent,  desire  that  we  should.  I  shall,  there- 
fore, vote  against  this  resolution,  and  all  others,  to  adjourn  until  our  work 
it  compieted,  unless  the  necessity  for  such  a  measure  shall  appear  more 
raanifest  ih^n  it  does  at  present ;  but,  if  I  am  forced  to  choose  between  t 
fini  and  temporary  adjournment,  I  am  not  certain  but  I  would  prefer  the 
come  proposed,  some  time  since,  by  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of 
Philadelphia,  which  was,  to  submit  to  the  people  a  proposition,  simply 
ptoviding  for  the  future  amendment  of  the  Constitution,  and  then  adjourn 
sine  die.  Yea,  sir,  I  would  be  tempted  to  vote  in  favor  of  this  course,  and 
let  US  go  home  and  tell  the  people,  that  the  one  hundred  and  thirty-three 
delegalee  they  had  elected,  expressly  for  the  purpose  of  submiting  amend- 
meats,  for  their  ratification  or  rejection,  were  not  able  to  perform  the  ser- 
vice required  of  us ;  that  we  could  not  agree  upon  any  tiling ;  that  we 
wM  not  even  reach  the  important  points  on  which  they  expected  us  to 
act,  and  therefore,  only  recommend  authorizing  future  Legislatures  to 
propose  amendments  to  them — to  authorize  that  body,  already  charged 
vith  die  labor  of  making  laws  for  this  great  Commonwealth,  to  perform 
tlie  work  we  were  sent  here  to  do,  but  find  ourselves  unable  to  pei^brm.— 
Bst,  I  trost  that  we  shall  not  be  driven  to  this  extremity,  and  hope  the 
molation  may  be  postponed ;  if  not,  that  it  may  be  negatived. 

Mr.  Woodward,  of  Luzerne,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding, 
ifter  the  word  "  July','  the  words :  ••  Provided  all  the  articles  of  the  Con- 
Hitation  shall rhave  been  passed  through  the  committee  of  the  whole  on 
that  day". 

Mr.  M*Sherrv.  of  Adams,  expressed  his  approbation  of  the  amend- 
ment We  had  passed  on  three  or  four  of  the  articles,  and  the  next  would 
be  the  Judiciary  article.  Then,  there  would  be  the  article  which  provides 
for  the  election  of  officers.  To  some  of  tlio  articles  the  people  never 
thought  of  any  amendment.  He  thought  it  was  our  duty  to  remain  and  go 
through  the  amendments.  It  would  be  improper  to  adjourn  until  the 
amendments  were  put  in  some  form.  As  to  meeting  again  in  October,  he 
would  say,  that  if  it  should  be  required  to  have  a  call  of  the  Legislature, 
that  body  would  probably  be  convened  in  October,  and  he  knew  no  other 
place  where  the  Convention  could  sit.  The  Court  house  would  not  be  a 
convenient  place.  It  would  not  accommodate  all  the  members.  It  would 
be  better,  perhaps,  to  agree  to  the  amendment,  thsn  postpone  the  resolution, 
and,  if  we  find  that,  in  a  week  or  two,  we  are  likely  to  get  through,  we 
can  take  it  up  again  and  pass  it.  The  amendment,  he  thought,  was  a 
proper  one.  His  district  required  very  few  amendments.  He  would 
like  la  agree  to  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr. 
Earle)  as  to  future  amendments,  so  as  to  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  HissTXR  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  striking  out  all  after 
the  word  "  Provided",  and  inserting,  **  we  shall  then  have  entirely  finished 
the  bnaineas  for  which  this  Convention  was  assembled". 
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Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  suggested,  that  the  amendment  was  in- 
oonsistent  with  the  object  of  the  resolution. 

The  President  decided  that  it  was  in  order. 

Mr.  Mann  said  :  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  consider  this  amendment  from 
the  delegate  from  Lancaster  in  order.  Jefferson's  Manual  says,  that  no 
amendment  can  be  accepted  that  tends  to  destroy  the  sense  or  purport  of 
the  original  mdtion.  Now,  my  resolution  is  for  a  temporary  adjournment, 
and  the  amendment  is,  we  shall  not  adjourn  until  we  have  done  the  business. 
I  shall  not  appeal,  butl^consider  the  amendment  unfair  and  unparliamentary. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  induced  to  offer  this  resolution  to-day,  for 
various  reasons,  some  of  which  I  will  briefly  state.  In  the  first  place,  a 
number  of  delegates  have  leave  of  absence,  and  if  this  resolution  should 
prevail,  they  will  not  avail  themselves  of  the  privilege,  but  will  remain 
until  the  temporary  adjournment ;  and,  another  is,  that  from  the  course  of 
business  this  week,  it  must  be  obvious  nothing  is  to  be  done  but  making 
speeches.  This  whole  week  has  been  spent  without  deciding  one  section ; 
this  is  greatly  worse  than  any  of  the  preceding  weeks.  I  had  hitherto  be- 
lieved Uiat  we  intended,  at  some  distant  day,  to  do  something  in  relation  to 
the  amendments  proposed  by  the  several  committees,  but  I  now  despair. 
I  see  a  settled  determination  with  the  majority  to  procrastinate,  to  delay  ; 
in  fact,  to  do  nothing.  That  it  is  impossible,  if  the  speech  mania  con- 
tinues, to  get  through  committee  before  the  sickly  season,  which  must  in- 
evitably send  many  to  their  beds,  and  perhaps,  to  their  graves ;  upwards  of 
twenty  are  missing  now,  and  many  more  will  go  home  on  leave  of  absence, 
and  is  it  right  that  we  should  sit  here  through  the  heat  of  summer,  on  such 
important  business,  with  barel v  a  quorum  ?  The  delegate  from  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Hiester)  thinks  it  would  be  unwise  to  go  home  without  coming  to  a 
close.  I  hold  a  different  opinion ;  I  believe  we  should  come  together  with 
a  full  knowledge  of  the  wishes  of  our  constituents,  which  we  should  derive 
from  mingling  among,  and  conversing  with  them  during  the  recess,  and  pre- 

E red  to  act  cool,  deliberately,  and  dispassionately,  on  the  various  subjects 
fore  us. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  was  not  in  favor  of  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  not  that  he  was  unwilling  to  remain,  if  the  Convention  was 
likely  to  get  through  by  the  first  of  August.  If  we  were  to  judge  of  the 
future  by  the  past,  we  should  not  get  through  committee  by  that  time. — 
If  we  fix  on  a  day,  it  may  be  that  we  cannot  get  through  the  fifth  article ; 
and,  it  is  desirable  that  the  people  should  know  what  limitation  we  pro- 
pose to  make  to  the  tenure  of  office  in  that  article.  He  thought  it  would 
icaieely  do  to  fix  on  Uie  7th  of  July,  at  this  time.  By  postponing  the 
resolution  for  the  present,  and  calling  it  up  again,  we  should  be  better  able 
to  decide  on  the  practicability  of  getting  through  the  fiAh  article  by  that 
day.  He  did  not  not  think  the  people  would  expect  us  to  remain  to  finish 
the  business.  At  first,  they  might  have  expected  it ;  but,  they  will  not 
now  expect  the  Convention  to  remain  here  through  August  and  Septem- 
ber, when  the  place  is  sickly.  As  to  the  farmers  withdrawing :  a  great 
pioportion  of  the  members  were  farmers,  and  he  hoped  they  would  not 
withdraw,  but  remain  here  until  all  the  important  questions  were  disposed 
of.  He  believed  but  few  would  ask  leave  to  go.  He  moved  to  postpone, 
for  the  present,  the  further  consideration  of  the  resolution  and  amend- 
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Mr.  Jekks,  of  Berks,  said  he  would  prefer  to  act  on  the  amendment.— 
He  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  (Mr. 
Woodwabd)  and  against  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster,  (Mr. 
HisarrsR).  There  was  Important  parts  of  the  Constitution  yet  to  he  con- 
sidered, and  few  of  us  are  instructed  as  to  the  points  to  he  discussed.  He 
was  not  informed  as  to  the  particular  amendments  which  his  constituents 
wished.  It  was  a  matter  of  sound  discretion  that  we  should  proceed 
through  the  committee  of  the  whole ;  then  print  the  amendments,  and 
jpread  thefh  before  the  people,  and  afterwards  adjourn  for  the  time  beioff. 
We  should  then  re-assemble  under  advantageous  circumstances,  and  shoom 
know  what  amendments  our  constituents  require,  and  what  they  do  not. 
We  should  thus  act  advisedly,  and  in  two  weeks  after  re-assembling  should 
be  able  to  accomplish  every  thing.  The  people  did  not  require  all  the 
amendments  which  had  been  offered  here.  What  they  required  were  few 
and  simple.  There  was  some  he  was  disposed  to  sto  for,  which  he  wished 
to  be  disconnected  from  others,  to  which  they  had  been  attached,  and  to 
which  he  was  opposed.  There  was  also  another  consideration  which  had 
its  important  bearings.  Who  are  the  delegates  ?  Fathers,  and  heads  of 
families— families,  in  many  instances,  young  and  growing,  who  have  a 
great  interest  in  the  health  and  longevity  of  those  who  are  here.  Would 
the  people  expect  us  to  remain  here,  at  the  risk  of  sickness,  paint 
and  death  ?  No ;  they  are  not  so  unreasonable,  *  They  do  not  expect  it. 
It  u  in  vain  to  tell  him  that  they  are  not  exposed  to  malign  influences 
here.  Accustomed  to  an  active  life  at  home— -here  they  have  no  exercise* 
Here  they  live  on  a  full  diet,  instead  of  the  plain  and  wholesome  food  of 
the  farmer.  Instead  of  that  wholesome  diet,  they  now  have  that  which 
generates  and  promotes  disease.  He  hoped  the  Convention  would  not 
pass  by  the  consideration  of  the  resolution,  without  paying  due  respect  to 
these  reasons.  Our  own  safety  may  depend  on  an  adjournment  as  early 
as  is  compatible  with  our  duties.  According  to  his  experience,  legislation 
had  always  advanced  more  rapidly  after  the  day  was  fixed.  He  would  go 
for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  and,  if  that  succeeded, 
he  would  vote  for  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Batne,  of  Allegheny,  moved  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the 
resolution  and  amendments,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  mo- 
tion, which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  hoped  the  motion  to  postpone  would  suc- 
ceed. The  Convention  would  sit  twice  as  long,  if  they  determine  to 
meet  again.  He  had  taken  pains  to  enquire  of  the  people  of  Harrishurg, 
and  had  been  informed  that  the  borough  is  a  perfectly  healthy  place  until  the 
middle  of  August,  and  after  that  period,  that  ordinary  care  is  sufficient  to 
keep  off  sickness.  The  gentleman  from  Bucks  said  we  want  exercise.— 
It  might  be  well  to  appoint  a  committee  to  prepare  Gymnastic  exercises, 
as  the  better  mode  of  remedying  the  defect.  He  had  made  up  his  mind, 
that  if  we  come  back,  we  shall  have  all  the  long  speeches  over  again,  and 
if  we  go  on  with  our  business,  that  we  should  get  through  by  the  middle  of 
AugusL 

Mr.  HoPKiKsoN',  of  Philadelphia,  said  it  was  time  the  Convention  ex- 
pressed some  opinion  on  this  point  He  hoped  they  would  now  come  to 
the  vote  on  the  resolution,  and  not  consent  to  postpone  it.  It  was,  in  hit 
opinion^  fess  important  which  of  the  propositions  was  taken,  than  that  this 
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ftequent  recarence  of  the  question  should  not  be  permited  to  consume  the 
time  of  the  Convention.  But  how  could  we  sa]^  that  on  the  7th  of  July 
we  would  adjourn.  Suppose  we  should  then  be  just  were  we  are  now, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  we  should  not.  If  we  have  been  already  here 
seven  weeks,  and  have  not  yet  reached  any  of  the  important  subjects,  we 
may  as  well  be  in  the  same  situation  two  weeks  to  come.  Gentlemen 
had  said,  we  have  not  yet  reached  what  we  were  called  here  tp  do.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  know  what  we  were  called  here  for  ;  h^  did  not  know, 
when  he  came  here,  and  he  was  no  wiser  now.  It  would  be  better  not  to 
adjourn  before  the  articles  had  been  carried  through  committee,  and,  there- 
fore,  he  would  take  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  in 
preference  to  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster,  which  was  too  uncer- 
tain. He  was  willing  to  take  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Lu- 
zerne, because  it  presented  an  honest  available  reason  to  give  for  adjourn- 
ment If  the  reports  are  gone  through  in  committee  of  tne  whole,  there 
is  some  reason  for  presenting  them  to  the  people.  He  would  further  say, 
that  he  had  no  faculty  in  finding  out  the  opinions  of  the  people.  There 
were  many  who  were  more  gifted  in  this  respect.  If  we  go  through  all 
the  reports,  gendemen  would  have  an  opportunity  of  discovering  how  they 
conformed  to  the  opinions  and  wishes  of  their  constituents,  lliey  would 
have  a  good  reason  to  give  to  tlieir  constituents,  if  they  were  asked  why 
they  had  adjourned.  Unless  they  had  some  such  reason,  what  would 
they  reply  ?  One  would  say,  I  wanted  to  attend  to  my  harvest ;  another, 
I  wished  to  attend  court ;  and,  a  third,  I  was  afraid  I  should  be  sick. — 
These  would  not  be  sufficient  reasons.  The  reason  of  the  gentleman  from 
Luzerne  is  sufficient,  and  if  his  amendment  were  adopted,  all  would  have 
that  reason  to  give.  There  was  another  reason  which  had  its  weight.  If 
gentlemen  knew  we  are  to  adjourn  on  the  7th  of  July,  if  we  get  through, 
it  will  be  a  great  means  of  getting  us  through.  It  was  well  said,  by  a 
great  philosepher — "  what  must  be  done,  will  be  done".  Our  duties  have 
been  hard  and  laborious.  What  has  made  them  so  ?  It  is  the  af^moon  ses- 
sions, which  impose  more  labor  than  our  constitutions  can  bear.  These 
are  not  only  injurious  to  health,  but  to  business.  Let  gentlemen  give  up 
their  useless  aflemoon  sessions,  and  more  business  wi]l  be  done— and 
what  is  done,  will  be  better  done. 

Mr.  Mann  accepted  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Woodward  as  a  modifica- 
tion. 

Mr.  Woodward  would  state  to  the  Convention,  an  occurence  which 
would  enable  it  to  judge  of  the  recommendation  of  the  gentleman  from  the 
county  of  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Earle  called  the  gendeman  to  order.  He  had  no  right  to  state 
on  this  floor,  any  thing  which  had  transpired  out  of  this  Hall, 

The  Chair  said,  there  was  no  rule  which  would  prevent  the  gentleman 
from  giving  to  the  Convention  any  information  which  he  might  have 
received. 

Mr.  Woodward  then  said,  that,  in  order  to  enable  the  Convention  to 
appreciate  properly  the  recommendation  of  the  gentleman  from  the  county 
of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Earle)  urged  in  reply  to  tlie  gentleman  from 
Bucks,  he  would  mention,  that  the  gentleman,  the  other  day,  attempted  to 
convince  him  (Mr.  W.)  that,  widi  a  chill  on  him,  he  ought  not  to  shake. 

Mr.  Earle  said,  if  the  gentleman  had  taken  his  advice  at  the  time  al- 
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loded  to,  he  would  have  been  benefited  by  it ;  but,  he  went  on  in  the  usual 
course  in  the  chills,  and  consequently,  he  complains  of  his  health.  As  to 
whether  his  opinion  was  equal  to  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Bucks,  (Mr. 
Jenu)  he  thought  the  proof  of  the  pudding  was  in  the  eating  of  it.  In 
consequence  of  pursuing  the  course  he  had  recommended  to  the  gentle- 
man, neither  himself  nor  any  of  his  children,  the  oldest  of  whom  was  six- 
teen, had  ever  been  troubled  with  the  chills.  He  had  told  the  gentleman 
bow  he  might  have  prevented  his  chill,  and  been  able  to  attend  the  sitting 
of  the  Convention,  but  the  gentleman  took  other  advice,  and  was  confined 
to  his  room.  As  to  the  farmers  who  were  members  of  this  body,  to  suit  whose 
convenience  this  adjournment  had  been  uiged,  he  would  say  that,  that  if 
they  can  trust  a  Governor  with  the  afi*airs  of  the  Commonwealth  for  three 
or  four  years,  and  other  oflicers  with  important  trusts  for  life,  they  ought 
certainly  to  be  willing  to  trust  the  management  of  their  own  private  afiairs 
in  the  hands  of  agents  for  one  summei,  or  part  of  a  summer.  He  did 
not  believe,  however,  that  the  convenience  of  a  majority  of  the  Conven- 
tion would  be  consulted,  by  tliis  proposed  adjournment,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  not  take  place.  He  believed  the  health  of  Harrisburg  to  be  as 
good,  at  this  season  of  the  year,  as  it  is  generally  in  the  winter  season. 

Mr.  Baths  said,  as  his  motion  to  postpone  the  subject  indefinitely  was 
likely  to  occasion  much  debate,  he  would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  FvLLER  then  withdrew  his  motion  to  postpone. 

Mr.  Chambers  urged  the  propriety  of  coming  to  a  decision  on  this  ques* 
lioo  immediately.  It  ought  now  to  be  ascertained,  whether  a  majority  of 
the  Convention  were  of  opinion,  that  we  must  adjourn  before  we  finish 
the  work  we  have  in  hand.  If  we  take  a  recess  at  all,  he  thought  we 
ought  to  consnlt  the  interests  of  tlie  farmers  in  fixing  the  time.  For  him- 
self, he  had  no  faiming  or  profession<il  interest  to  attend  to,  and  he  was  in 
favor  of  such  an  arrangement  as  would  promote  the  convenience,  and 
preserve  the  healtli.««  of  the  mcmhers,  without  sacrificing  the  public  inte- 
rest. He  did  not  think  it  possible  for  the  C/onvcniion  to  finish  their  busi- 
ness without  a  recess,  unless  wc*  abandoned  uU  considerations  in  relation 
lo  our  healths.  He  hoped  that,  in  a  week  hence,  we  might  he  able  to  fix 
upon  a  day  for  the  adjournment  of  the  C'onvention,  and  with  a  view  of 
giving  gentlemen  time  to  make  up  ilieir  minds  on  the  subject,  he  moved  to 
postpone  the  furtlier  consideration  of  the  resolution  till  this  day  week. 

Mr.  Merrill  was  of  opinion,  thu:  our  tieaiths  would  bu  as  much  ex- 
posed here  in  October,  ^s  in  July  and  August,  'i'hc  days  were  then  warm* 
and  the  nights  cold,  and  he  would  submit  it  to  gentlemen  of  the  medical 
profession,  whether  that  season  would  not  be  as  hazardous,  or  even  more 
hazardous  to  us  than  the  summer  months.  If,  therefore,  we  adjourn  at 
all,  he  hoped  it  would  he  until  the  next  spring. 

Mr.  Mann  considered  a  postponement  as  cciuivalent  lo  a  rejection  of 
the  resolution,  he  would,  therefore,  <rall  for  thf  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion, which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centre,  said,  tlie  interests  nf  ihe  fanner,  and  tlie  inte- 
lests  of  the  professional  gr.ntlcman,  had  been  advocated  entirely  in  the 
discussion  of  this  question.  In  his  opinion,  gentlemen  ought  to  consult 
the  interests  of  the  people  who  sent  us  here,  more  than  their  own  indivi- 
dual interests.  It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  pending  the  elections,  any 
gentlemen  held  out  the  idea,  that  when  he  came  here  he  was  only  to  con- 
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suit  his  own  interests,  and  to  leave  the  interests  of  the  people  entirely  out 
of  view.  It  has  been  urged,  that  we  have  been  here  seven  weeks,  and 
have  done  nothing,  and  consequently,  we  ought  to  adjourn.  This,  he 
took  it,  ought  to  be  an  armimentin  favor  of  continuing  in  session  for  some 
time  longer,  and  try  to  do  better  than  we  have  done.  He  thought  the 
better  plan  would  be  to  postpone  this  subject  for  a  week,  and  perhaps,  by 
that  time,  we  may  be  better  able  to  say  what  chances  there  will  be  of 
getting  through  with  our  labors  in  a  reasonable  time  this  summer  At  any 
rate,  he  was  opposed  to  fixing  a  day  of  adjournment,  until  we  get  through 
committee  of  the  whole.  When  we  get  all  our  propositions  passed  through 
committee,  he  thought  we  might  go  home,  and  ascertain  what  the  opinions 
of  the  people  were  m  relation  to  them,  but  before  we  have  accomplished 
that,  he  must  oppose  fixing  the  day  for  adjournment. 

Mr.  Bell  would  vote  against  the  motion  to  postpone,  in  order  to  get 
the  vote  on  the  amendment.  If  the  motion  to  postpone  was  disagreed  to, 
he  should  then  move  to  strike  out  this  place,  and  insert  Philadelphia,  and 
strike  out  October,  and  insert  November. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  postpone,  and  decided  in 

the  negative— yeas,  28 ;  nays,  80— as  follows  : 

Ybas — Manra.  Barnitz,  Chambers,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiaha,  Cleann- 
ger,  Cochran,  Cram,  Cummin,  Cunningham,  Dickeraon,  DiUinger,  Donagan,  Fuller, 
Gilmore,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Magee,  M'Call,  M*Sherry,  Mernll,  Read,  Ritter,  Seltier, 
Smith,  Smyth,  Snively,  Taggart,  Young— 28. 

Nat  a — Meaara.  Agnew,  Ayrea,  Banks,  BKmdoIIar,  Bayne,  Bedford,  Bell,  Biddle» 
Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Chandler,  of  Chester, 
Chaunoey,  Clapp,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Cline,  Coatee,  Cope,  Cox,  Craijgf,  Cram,  Curll, 
Darlington,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickey,  Doran,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Forward,  Foulk- 
rod,  Fiy,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Grenell,  Haatings,  Hayhurat,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny, 
Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Hopkinson,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Long, 
Lyons,  Maclay,  Mann,  Martin,  M*Cahen,Merkel,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Myera,  Overfield, 
Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purviance,  Reigart,  Rogers, 
Royer,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Sellers,  Scheetz,  Shellito,  Sterigere,  Swedand,  Thomas, 
Todd,  Weaver,  Weidman,  White,  Woodward,  Sergeant,  Pretident, — 80. 

Mr.  Hiester  said,  as  the  Convention  had  determined  not  to  postpone 
the  resolution,  but  to  meet  the  question,  he  would  withdraw  his  amend- 
ment. He  hoped  the  resolution  would  be  modified,  so  as  to  make  the 
time  for  adjournment  definite.  As  it  stood  now,  that  we  would  adjourn, 
provided  the  Constitution  was  gone  through  with  in  committee  of  the 
whole,  there  would  be  no  certainty  as  to  whether  we  would  adjourn  at  the 
time  mentioned,  or  not.  Although  he  was  opposed  to  an  adjournment, 
fltill,  if  we  were  to  fix  a  day  at  all,  he  hoped  it  would  be  fixed  definitely, 
so  that  we  might  make  our  arrangements  accordingly,  and  not  be  left  in 
as  much  doubt  in  relation  to  it,  as  if  no  day  had  been  fixed. 

Mr.  Reigart  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  so  as  to  provide  that  the 
Convention,  when  they  meet  in  October,  should  meet  in  the  city  of  Lan- 
castei.  Mr.  R.  said,  that  while  up,  he  would  state,  that  the  vestrymen 
of  the  Lutheran  church  of  Lancaster,  had  offered  the  church  for  the  use 
of  the  Convention,  which  was  much  larger  than  this  Hall,  and  he  took  it, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  meet  some  where  else,  than  in  this  place,  in 
October.  It  might  be  possible  that  the  Governor  would  convene  the 
Legislature  immediately  after  the  election,  which  would  deprive  us  of  the 
yse  of  this  Hall,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  anoUier  conveniens 
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Hail  in  this  town.  Beside  this,  the  health  of  gentlemen  would  be  promo- 
ted by  going  to  Lancaster,  as  they  had  lately  introduced  a  fine  supply  of 
aofi  water  into  the  city,  which  would  do  away  with  the  objection  which 
tomefentleineii  have  to  limestone  water.  There  is  now,  in  that  city,  both 
good  umestone  and  good  soft  water,  so  that  gentlemen  can  have  a  choice. 

Bfr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  did  not  know  exactly  how  he  should 
vote  on  this  question,  as  he  had  intended  to  stiike  out  this  place  and  insert 
Esfton.  If  he  could  not  carry  Easton,  he  did  not  know  but  he  would  be 
Boeh  pleased  to  go  to  Lancaster.  It  was  not  that  he  loved  Lancaster 
JeM,  but  that  he  loved  Easton  more,  that  he  made  this  suggestion.  He 
had  many  good  friends  in  LancastcT,  and  he  had  always  heard  that  they 
had  good  water  and  good  wine  there.  But,  if  gentlemen  wished  to  con- 
ralt  Uieir  healths,  he  would  certainly  recommend  them  to  come  to  Easton, 
as  they  never  had  any  thing  of  ague  and  fever  there.  There  the  delegates 
to  the  Convention  could  have  water  without  mud — fire  without  smoke — 
and  air  without  fog.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  gentlemen,  in  deciding 
this  question,  would  take  into  consideration  the  advantages  which  might 
result  from  going  to  Easton. 

Mr.  HissTBR  said,  although  he  was  opposed  to  the  resolution  fixing  the 
day  of  adjournment,  still  he  could  not  but  approve  the  motion  of  his  col- 
league, (Mr.  Reigart.)  It  must  be  expected,  that  if  we  do  adjourn  to 
October,  we  cannot  get  through  our  business  before  the  Legislature 
Beets,  and  we  would  be  put  to  inconvenience  in  getting  another  place  of 
sitting.  The  gentleman  from  Northampton  has  told  us  about  the  salu- 
brity ot  Easton,  but  he  could  assure  the  Convention,  that  a  more  healthy 
pfaiee  than  Lancaster  was  scarcely  to  be  found  in  the  Commonwealth.  It 
wis  on  a  high  healthy  situation,  far  removed  from  any  considerable  body 
of  water,  and  out  of  the  reach  of  the  sickly  fogs  which  sometimes  rise  from 
OUT  rivcTS.  The  church  there,  he  apprehended,  would  be  fitted  up  very 
couTenienUy  for  gentlemen,  so  that,  taking  all  things  into  consideration,  he 
£d  not  believe  a  better  place  could  be  found  in  the  State. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Reigart,  to  insert  Lancaster,  was  then  nega- 
tived. 

Mr.  Darlington  moved  to  strike  out  the  7th  day  of  July,  and  insert 
the  15th. 

Mr.FoRWARD  thought  we  had  better  consult  our  own  convenience  in  relation 
to  fixing  the  day  of  adjournment,  as  he  did  not  believe,  that  fixing  it  a  few 
days  earlier,  or  a  few  days  later,  was  a  matter  of  the  least  importance  to 
the  people.  He  believed  that  the  Legislature  had  in  view,  that  the  Con- 
vention would  probably  take  a  recess,  at  the  time  they  passed  the  law  for 
the  eaU  of  the  Convention.  He  did  not  believe  that  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
dighiest  concern  to  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth,  further  than  the  ne- 
cessary increase  in  the  expenses,  which  would  be  incured  in  consequence 
of  double  mileage-— but,  take  off  the  mileage  in  going  home,  and  returning 
here,  when  we  meet  again,  and  he  did  not  believe  the  people  would  make 
the  slightest  complaint.  The  people  did  not  care,  whether  the  Conven- 
tioo  finished  their  labors  before  we  adjourned,  or  next  fall,  or  not  until  the 
next  spring,  provided  the  expense  would  not  be  increased.  As  to  the 
matter  of  consultiiiF  the  people,  in  relation  to  the  amendments  which  we 
have  passed  throu^  committee,  and  those  which  ought  to  be  adopted,  he 
look  iu  dul  the  people  desired  us  to  act  without  any  further  consultation 
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with  them,  and  after  we  have  acted,  then  they  will  take  the  subject 
under  consideration,  and  adopt  or  reject  it.  He  coald  not  say,  that  he 
was  60  anxious  for  an  adjournment  himself,  because  he  could  arrange  his 
business  so  as  to  remain  here,  but,  he  thought  it  important  that  we  should 
determine  whether  we  will  take  a  recess,  or  go  on  and  finish  our  busi- 
ness. He  thought,  however,  the  healths  of  gentlemen  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration,  in  connexion  with  the  public  interests.  It  was  cer- 
tainly important,  that  every  member  of  the  Convention  should  be  present 
when  all  the  important  votes  were  taken,  and  it  was  also  important  that 
they  should  be  present  during  the  discussion  of  all  questions,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  come  to  a  correct  conclusion.  It  was  not  expected,  however,  that  all 
the  delegates  could  be  present,  if  we  remain  in  session  during  the  months 
of  July  and  August  Many  would  be  confined  to  their  rooms  from  indis- 
position, and  many  would  be  compelled  to  leave  the  Convention,  to  attend 
to  their  private  business.  All  our  important  votes,  therefore,  would 
have  to  be  taken  when  there  would  be  some  twenty  or  thirty  members  of 
the  Convention  absent.  This  he  took  to  be  an  important  consideration, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  have  its  full  weight  with  gentlemen. 

He  was  not  willing  to  continue  to  sit  here  and  deliberate  until  we  should 
have  completed  our  labors,  in  the  absence  of  twenty,  or  thirty,  or  forty 
members.  Did  any  gentlemen  believe  that  the  people  of  Pennsylvania 
desired  such  a  thing  ?  They  could  not  expect  it.  It  was  said  that  this 
climate  was  insalubrious,  and  that  the  summer  months  would  render  our 
daily  sessions  the  shorter.  Now,  it  was  perfectly  clear,  that  if  we  sat 
here  in  July  and  August,  we  must  give  up  the  afternoon  sessions.  We 
could  not  sit  here,  except  at  the  imminent  peril  of  our  health.  Was  it 
better  to  wait  till  there  should  be  thirty  or  forty  of  us  on  the  sick  list, 
before  we  decide  what  course  we  should  adopt  ?  It  was  a  question  of 
probability,  whether  our  health  might  be  jeoparded  by  remaining  here.— 
If  it  was  not  likely  to  be  injured,  then  what  excuse  had  we  for  adjourning 
at  all  ?  If  it  be  probable,  then  what  excuse  could  a  man  have  for  remain- 
ing here.  Was  it  to  be  said  that  the  people  requiied  it,  as  they  would  of 
a  soldier  who  went  to  battle,  regardless  of  his  life  ?  The  public  required 
no  such  thing.  It  was  our  duty  to  adjourn,  if  there  were  danger.  He, 
for  one,  was  willing  to  go  home,  and  tell  the  people  that  he  deemed  it  proper 
that  we  should  adjourn — first,  on  account  of  his  own  health,  and  nextf 
because,  from  the  absence  of  a  number  of  the  delegates,  their  interests  would 
have  been  neglected.  These  were  the  reasons  which  he  would  assign  to 
his  constituents  for  having  voted  for  the  adjournment.  Now,  he  would 
ask,  if  it  was  possible  that  members,  fatigued,  and  almost  worn  out,  as 
they  were  from  constant  and  close  attention  to  business,  together  with  the 
heat  of  the  weather,  could  deliberate  in  that  cool  and  advantageous  manner 
as  in  the  winter  months,  or  in  the  month  of  November  ?  Could  the  peo- 
ple be  served  by  the  Convention  sitting  under  such  circumstances  ?  Did 
gentlemen  suppose  that  their  afternoon  sessions  were  to  continue  ?  That 
members  were  going  to  sit  here  sinking  under  the  head  ache,  and  other 
infirmities  I  It  was  in  vain  to  think  of  it.  What  do  we  hear  (said  Mr. 
F.)  on  all  sides  ?  I  have  got  the  head  ache,  said  one.  I  am  sick,  said 
another.  I  cannot  go  to  the  House  to-day.  And,  others  would  ask  leave 
of  absence.  Why,  what  were  you  expected  to  do  ?  Did  the  people 
•zpect  thai  we,  in  firaming  a  Constitutiop,  every  word  of  which  was  to  be 
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wdigbed,  bb  a  m\n  of  gold,  were  to  hurry  throngh  our  labort,  as  fast  as 
poeeibie,  in  order  to  submit  our  work  to  them  ?  No  such  thing.  The 
peopke  did  not  care  a  str^iw,  whether  the  amendments  should  he  submited 
for  their  inspection  this  cummer,  or  not.  The  Constiiutirn  would  not 
take  effect  any  the  sooner.  Let  gentlemen  ciuir^e  no  niile»);e  goin?  or 
retumiag,  and  the  people  would  be  satisfied— not  a  murmur  would  be 
heard. 

He  would  say  a  word  or  two  in  relation  to  the  piogress  of  our  business. 
Of  what  moment,  he  would  ask,  was  it  that  we  should  go  thrmgh  com- 
mitiee  of  the  whole,  with  all  the  articles-?  Now,  he  would  as  soon  adjourn 
i«-morrow.  or  to-day.  It  was  no  reason  why  we  should  remain  here.— 
Wis  that  a  good  and  sufficient  reason  why  we  sh  nld  prolong  our  slay, 
and  put  our  health  in  jeopardy  ?  Nf-ne  at  nil.  Was  there,  then,  any 
other  reason  that  could  be  assiirned  whv  we  should  remain  ?  None,  what- 
erer.  If  we  c»»ul(i  not  slay  here  with  advantage  to  the  public  interest, 
why,  ^o  home.  It  was  not  a  question  whether  we  should  tio  ihrouoh 
committee  of  the  whole,  or  not.  It  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  But,  some 
geademen  have  said,  that  the  people  would  not  be  satisfied  if  we  went 
home«  unless  we  could  shew  all  our  amendmiMUs  to  them  ?  Never  mind 
that.  The  people  cared  nothing  about  it.  They  were  less  concerned  than 
auny  gentlemen  imagine.  Certain  things  are  expected  from  the  Con- 
tention, and  the  people  were  not  soliiitous  that  their  delegates  should 
have  them  in  their  pockets.  Tell  iht^m  that  their  interests  cc»uld  not  be 
attended  to,  without  peril  to  the  •health  of  their  delegates,  and  they  would 
set  be  so  unreasoble  as  to  expect  them  to  sacrifice  it. 

If  the  Convention  should  agree  to  adjourn,  he  hoped  that  they  would 
fix  an  early  day,  and  then  gentlemen  could  tell  their  constituents  the 
reason  why  we  adjourned. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  concured  in  all  the  sentiments  expressed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny,  (Mr.  Forward)  except  one.  and  that 
was  in  relation  to  mileage.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  people  would 
regard  the  trifling  expense  of  double  mileage,  in  their  estimate  of  the  value 
of  our  work.  He  thought  it  would  be  better  to  change  the  day  of  ad- 
joummeot,  from  the  7th  to  the  15ih,  as  by  that  time,  the  Judiciary  ques- 
tion may  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifllin,  called  for  the  reading  of  the  resolution,  and  it 
having  been  read,  he  said,  that  in  regard  to  this  question,  as  well  as  to 
every  other  which  had  been  discussed  here,  he  had  listened  patiently  and 
anxiously,  in  the  hope  that  the  Convention  would  come  to  a  right  conclu- 
lion.  Before  his  constituents  sent  hiiu  here,  he  was  not  asked  by  them, 
whether  he  would  agree  to  sit  until  all  the  work  was  done,  or  only  a  part 
of  it.  But  this  he  knew,  the  people  expected  him  to  do  his  duty.  He 
we\l  remembered  the  motto,  where  it  originated,  and  the  occasion  on 
which  it  was  uttered,  of  '*  England  expects  every  man  to  do  his  duty".— 
That  sentiment  was  quite  applicable,  as  respected  ourselves — the  people 
of  Pennsylvania  exp>ect  every  member  of  this  Convention  to  do  his  duly. — 
Now,  he  would  ask,  if  we  should  be  acting  in  the  faithful  discharge  ot  our 
duty,  to  adjourn  on  the  15th  of  July,  to  meet  again  at  another  place  ?— 

Let  erery  man's  mind  answer  for  itself.     In  his  opinion,  we  should  not. 

^ith  regard  to  the  expense  of  an  adjournment,  he  would  say,  that  the 

genlkinaB  from  Allegheny  was  wholly  mistaken  as  to  the  sense  of  thd 
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people. :  No  one  ever  thought  of  connectiDg  considerations  of  doUsrs  end 
eents  wilh  thii  ques^on,  until  the  gendeman  suggested  them.  He  wbbld 
ask*  tiFheihor  it  would  be  fafy  to  entail  the  expense  of  mileage  upon  gen- 
tlemen ccming  a  great  distance^^frrm  Fayette^  Gre^re.  Erie,  and  other 
northern  counties,  'who  had  been  aitting  here  snd  faithfully  attending  to 
their  duties  ?  He  thought  it  would  not.  For  himself,  he  might  say  that 
he  was  as  anxious  to  go  home  as  any  gentleman  present,  but  he  did  not 
wish  to  go  until  he  had  discharged  his  duty.  It  was  singular  that  the 
question  of  adjournment  was  again  brought  up,  after  being  only  the  other 
day  indefinitely  postponed.  He  was  sorry  to  see  it  again  pressed  upon 
us,  at  any  rate,  before  the  Constitution  had  been  disposed  of  in  comm  ttee 
of  the  whole.  He  regarded  the  frequent  agitation  of  this  question,  asical* 
culated  to  induce  the  people  to  think  that  we  are  wasting  and  trifling  a  way 
our  time.  He  trusted  that  gentlemen  would  keep  in  view  the  business 
tliey  were  met  here  to  dispose  of,  and  let  questions  of  adjournment  alone. 
He  was  opposed  to  an  adjournment,  and  should  therefore  vote  against  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  Darlinoton,  of  Chester,  withdrew  his  motion  to  amend  the  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by 
striking  out  *'  this  place"  and  inserting  '<  Easton",  which  was  negatived. 

Mr.  WoonwARD,  of  Luzerne,  moved  to  strike  out  **  this  place*'  and 
insert  **  Wilkesbarre",  which  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  moved  to  strike  out  ^«  this  place*'  and  insert 
•«  Philadelphia". 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centre,  intimated,  that  we  did  not  know  whether,  if  we 
went  to  Philadelphia,  we  could  get  a  building  in  which  to  meet. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  did  not  suppose  that  there  would  be  the 
slightest  doubt  about  accommodating  us  in  Philadelphia,  abounding,  as  it 
does,  in  fine  and  spacious  buildings. 

Mr.  M'Call  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  said,  that  he  would  vote  against  any  adjourn- 
ment. He  believed  the  Convention  could  finish  their  business  in  nine 
weeks  from  this  time.  A  calculation  had  been  entered  into,  that  a  certain 
number  of  speeches  were  to  be  made.  They  might,  then,  be  as  well 
made  at  this  time,  as  at  any  other.  He  did  not  believe,  if  an  adjournment 
were  to  take  place,  that  the  ppople  would  care  any  thing  about  paying  our 
mileage.  He  believed  Harrisburg  to  be  as  healthy  a  place  as  any  in  this 
part  of  the  country,  and  that  no  danger  was  to  be  apprehended  asreppected 
the  health  of  membeis.  But,  "sufficient  fonhe  day  was  the  evil  thereof ". 
The  gentleman  from  Allegheny  (Mr.  Forward)  had  remarked,  that  gen- 
tlemen had  complained  of  having  the  headHche,  and  being  otherwise  indis- 
posed. In  all  large  bodies — and,  it  was  the  case  in  reference  to  the  Le- 
gi^lature,  there  were  always  some  more  or  less  indisposed.  Some  men, 
too,  brought  sickness  upon  themselves  frequently,  by  their  indiscretion. — 
He  hoped  we  should  go  on,  and,  at  least  get  through  committer-— after 
which,  we  should  have  little  difficulty.  But,  if  we  did  adjourn,  he  was  in 
favor  of  meeting  at  Harrisburg. 

Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union,  said,  that  he  would  vote  for  meeting  here  on 
the  17th  of  October. 

Mr.  BiDDLB,  of  PbUadelphia,  said  he  would  vote  for  the  amendment  oi^ 
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Uk  nientlemaii  firow  Chestert  (Mr.  Bull.)  It  would  afTord  great  pleaaiire 
to  lumseir,  hiB  eoUes^uea,  and  the  citizens  of  Philadelphia,  to  extend  the 
hopfiisalities  of  that  city^  to  their  friends  of  the  Conventioa. 

Mr.  CuHNiNOHAif,  of  Mercer,  remarked,  that  he  prefered  Philadelphia 
to  any  f^ace  of  meeting,  except  Harrisburg. 

Mr.  Cla&kb,  of  Indiana,  said,  that  he  had  no  doubt  of  the  hospitality  of 
the  citizens  of  Philadelphia,  and  that  they  would  evince  it  towards  the 
members  of  this  Convention,  if  they  were  to  go  to  that  city.  Now,  this 
was  the  very  reason  why  he  should  vote  against  the  amendment.  That 
hospitality  would  have  the  effect,  he  was  afraid,  to  retard  and  interfere 
with  our  business.  It  was,  on  this  account,  according  to  tradition,  that 
the  seat  of  the  State  Government  was  removed  from  that  city  to  Lan* 


Mr.  PoBTBR,  of  Northampton,  could  not  agree  with  his  worthy  friend 
lirMn  Indiana,  as  to  the  effects  of  that  hospitality  which  he  appeared  to 
diead.     He  had  iinown  the  people  of  Philadelphia,  and  lived  among  them 
'*  IB  days  of  lang  syne,"  although  he  was  not  a  native  of  that  city.     He 
was  in  the  habit  of  visiting  it  at  least  twice  a  year  on  professional  business, 
and  at  other  seasons  as  business  or  pleasure  required.     He  had,  it  was 
true,  been  treated  with  great  kindness  and  hospitality  as  would  every  other 
respectable  stranger  who  visited  it  and  became  known.  He  was  not  afraid 
to  go  there,  nor  need  any  other  man.     He  had  heard  the  removal  of  the 
seat  of  Government  from  Philadelphia  to  Lancaster  attributed  to  fear-  en- 
tertained by  the  members  of  the  Legislature  that  the  easiest  way  to  their 
jodgments  might  be  down  their  throats,  but  he  did  not  kno\\'  what  foun- 
dation there  was  for  it.     But  he  had  heard  also  of  the  failure  of  an  experi- 
ment  of  that  kind  whii^h  took  place  at  Lancaster.     The  late  Col.  Fran<;is 
ioBNSTON,  a  meritorious  revolutionary  officer,  held  the  office  of  Receiver 
General,  and  was  desirous  with  the  rest  of  the  heads  of  department  to  have 
his  salary,  which  he  considered  too  low,  raised. — To  effci  this  he  invited 
a  member  from  one  of  ihe  western  counties  to  dine  with  hi  n.     This  gen- 
tleman was  supposed  to  be  one  of  the  stiffest  economists  in  the  house  and 
if  be  were  brought  over,  others  could  be  m'»re  easily  induced  t)  follow] 
After  plying  him  with  roast  beef  and  puddmg,  with  their  u^ual  accompani- 
Beots,  a  few  good  glasses  of  wine  and  a  good  segar,  the  Colonel  broached 
the  subject  to  him,  telling  him  he  saw  how  he  lived.  That  he  liked  to  see 
a  friend  and  enjoy  his  society  &c.,  but  that  his  salary  would  not  permit 
him  to  do  so.     And  that  unless  the  Legislature  raised  his  salary  he  must 
resign,  unwilling  as  he  was  to  do  so.     'I'he  member  made  litde  or  no  an- 
swer although  the  proposition  was  repeated  more  than  once.     At  length 
when  he  was  about  to  retire  with  his  skin  full  of  good  things,  he  remarked 
to  the  Colouel,  '*  Well,  Colonel,  you  are  a  very  clever  man,  and  a  good 
oCcer,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  lose  you,  but  if  you  do  resign  I  judge  that 
there  will  be  enough  to  take  it*\     And  this  was  all  he  got  for  his  dinner 
and  wine.     And  such  would  most  generally  be  the  result.     He  (Mr.  P.) 
liked  to  see  and  partake  of  hospitality.     He  had  no  objection  to  a  glass  uf 
wine  on  proper  occasions;  but,  he  did  not  see   why  a  man's  judg^ 
ment  should,  on  that  account,  become  biased,  or  that  a  man  should 
permit  bis    public  duties  to  be  interfered  with.     He,  to  be  sure,  had 
not  as  great  a  stock  of  infallibility  as  some  men,  but,  nevertheless,  he  was 
BOt  afraid  of  being  interrupted,  or  having  his  judgment  biased,  or  his  duties 
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interfered  with*  He  saw  no  more  dan^r  to  be  apprehended  in  going  to 
Philadelphia  than  in  coming  to  this  place.  He  felt  sure,  that  his  worthy 
and  excellent  friend  from  Indiana,  (Mr.  Clarke)  could  not  be  seduced 
from  his  path  of  duty  ;  he  was  made  of  too  stem  stuff  for  that.  And  he 
(Mr.  P.)  might  make  the  same  remark  as  to  the  Convention  generally. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment,  and  decided  in  the  negative 
—yeas,  39 ;  nays,  66 — as  follows  : 

YsA8 — Meflsre.  Bell,  Biddle,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chanii- 
eey,  Coates,  Cope,  Cox,  Craig,  (.-rum,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dillingrcr,  Donagan,  Doran, 
Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Grenrll,  Uopkinson,  Houpt,Jenks  Kennedy,  Long,  Lyons,  Mann, 
M*Cahen,  McDowell,  M'Sherry,  Merrill,  Overfield,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lnncaster, 
Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purviince,  Reigart,  Royer,  Scott,  White,  Sergeant,  Prendeni 
—39. 

Nats— Me«n(.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Banks,  Bamdollnr,  Bamitz,  Bayne.  Bedford,  Brown, 
of  Laii'^a^ter,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Butler,  Chambers,  Clapp,  Clarke,  of  Beaver, 
Clark,  of  Dauphin.  Clarke,  of  Indiana.  Cleavinger,  Cline,  Cochran,  Crain,  Cummin, 
Cunningham.  Curll,  Darr<ih,  Dickey,  Dickerson,  Earle,  Forward,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble. 
Gearhart.  Gilmore,  Hastings.  Hayhurst,  Helffi'ustein,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hender- 
son, of  Dauphin.  Hies'er,  Hyde,  Kerr,  Maclay,  Magec,  M'Call,  Merkel,  Miller,  Mont- 
gomery,  Myers,  Read,  Rltt'*r,  Rogers,  Russell,  Saeger,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Schcctz,  Shellito, 
8m -th,  Smyth,  Snivcly,  Sterigere,  Sweiland,  Taggart,  Thomas,  Todd,  Weaver,  Wood- 
wtrd— 66. 

Mr.  HiESTER,  of  Lancaster,  thought,  that  if  the  resohition  was  to  be 
adopted,  it  would  be  as  well  to  put  it  in  a  proper  shape  firi^t.  As  it  now 
iitood,  it  provided  that  the  Convention  should  adjourn  on  the  7th  of  July, 
if  all  the  articles  of  the  Constitution  shall  have  been  passed  through  the 
committee  of  the  whole,  on  that  day.  Now,  he  would  ask  any  gentle- 
man, whether  it  was  at  all  likely  that  the  Judiciary  question,  and  tne  Bill 
of  Rights,  which  was  of  as  great  importance  as  any  thing  which  had,  as 
yet,  been  under  consideration,  could  be  disposed  of  by  that  time.  Although 
we  had  been  in  session  seven  weeks,  we  had  got  only  about  half  through 
committee.  It  r.mouhted  to  nothing,  to  say  that  we  ndjourn  on  such  a 
day,  if  we  had  done  so  and  so.  In  order  to  make  the  language  of  the  re- 
solution specific,  he  would  move  to  strike  out  the  proviso,  which  is  as 
follows :  '*  Provided  all  tie  articles  of  the  Constitution  shall  be  passed 
tlirough  the  committee  of  the  whole,  on  that  day". 

Mr.  Mann,  of  Montgomery,  then  modified  his  resolution,  by  striking 
out  the  proviso. 

Mr.  Woodward,  of  Luzerne,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding, 
after  the  word  **  adjourn",  the  words,  "  so  soon  as  the  several  articles  of 
the  Constitution  shall  have  been  passed  through  committee  ol  the  whole". 

Mr.  W.  observed,  that  there  appeared  to  be  a  diversity  of  opinion 
among  gentlemen,  as  to  whether  we  could  get  through  committee  of  the 
"whole  by  the  15th  of  July.  He  was  nnt  prepared  to  say  that  we  should 
gef  through  by  that  time.  But  fixing  the  day,  would  have  the  effect  of 
making  us  push  on  wi  h  business  the  faster.  He  thought  it  very  impor- 
tant and  desirable,  that  we  should  have  gone  through  committee  of  the 
whole  before  adjourning,  because,  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded  us  of 
reflecting  what  furtlier  amendments  were  necessary  to  be  made,  when  we 
should  meet  again.  At  which  timp,  we  could  give  to  the  amendments 
already  agreed  to,  their  proper  form  and  shape,  and  put  them  in  the  C(m- 
stiiutioQ,  ko  as  to  prevent  objection.  Be^des,  it  was  right  that  before  we 
idjoarnflidy  we  should  be  prepared  to  tell  the  people  what  amendments  we 
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had  mtde.  Situated  as  were  now,  we  were  cut  off  from  the  people,  and 
coald  not  learn' their  opinions  as  to  what  we  should  do.  He  trusted  then, 
underallthe  circumstances  of  the  case,  that  the  amendment  would  prevail. 
And  unless  it  did,  he  would  feel  constrained  to  vote  against  the  adjournment 
altogether.  It  was  the  only  consideration  which  could  reconcile  his  mind 
to  an  adjournment  at  all.  And,  in  saying  this,  it  should  be  understood,  that 
he  had  interests  at  home  which  much  required  his  presence,  and  the  fears 
which  he  entertained,  in  regard  to  his  health,  were  as  great  as  those  of  any 
other  gentleman  on  this  floor.  We  were  all  here  on  duty  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  he,  for  one,  was  unwilling  to  abandon  it  so  long  as  he  re- 
tained suflicient  health  and  streni^th  to  remain  here.  He  was  unwilling  to 
leave  his  labor,  until  we  had  arrived  at  something  like  a  termination.  He 
would  agree  to  adjourn  temporarily  after  we  had  gone  through  committee 
of  the  whole ;  but,  he  did  object  to  do  so  before.  If  they  were  to  do  so,  what 
aspectacle  would  be  presented  to  the  people!  The  people  had  sent  us  here, 
after  a  hard  struggle  of  many  years,  and  upon  mature  reflection,  that  altera- 
tions in  our  Constitution  were  necessary.  And,  should  we  adjourn,  without 
being  able  to  tell  them  that  we  had  made  any  real  progress  in  our  duties,  after 
fonsaming  their  time  and  their  money,  and  wit'iout  having  given  a  single 
indication  as  to  what  the  final  result  of  the  deliberations  of  the  Convention 
would  be  ?  He  would  say,  lliat  the  people  ought  to  have  been  informed 
before  now,  what  we  intended  doing  in  regard  to  the  power  of  the  Legis- 
latore.,  over  corporations  and  the  Governor's  patronage,  and  many  other 
subjects-  Was  it  proper,  he  would  ask,  that  we  should  return  to  our  consti- 
toents,  without  having  expressed  a  single  united  opinion  on  any  one  of  those 
great  subjects,  which  induced  them  to  incur  all  this  expense  ?  It  seemed 
to  him  to  be  altogfeiher  unreasonable,  to  he  asking  too  much  of  the  patience 
of  the  people.  He  knew  thai  th??y  possessed  great  patience,  for  they  had 
enduretl  the  evils  of  the  Constitution  for  nearly  half  a  century.  They  had 
endured  with  great  patience  iho  loiJii,  an-.l  in  many  iusiances,  useless 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  on  this  floor,  and  he  believed  that  thev 
were  prepAred  to  have  their  patience  still  further  tiixed.  Biit,  he  declared 
that  he  was  not  disposed  to  insult  them,  or  to  give  them  hack  their  Consti- 
tution as  we  received  it  from  them.  lie  was  not  for  going  home  without 
lifting  his  finger  against  any  attempt  to  adjourn  under  existing  circum- 
stances. Let  gentlemen,  then,  if  it  were  necessary  for  their  health — if  it 
were  necessary  in  reference  to  the  business  of  the  Convention — if  it  were 
necessary  that  we  should  have  a  rec "ss — re.-olve  that  they  would  exjiress 
their  sentiments,  on  some,  at  least,  of  the  itTiportaut  questions  before  the 
Convention,  and  tell  the  public  what  they  had  done,  which  was  nothing 
more  than  they  had  a  right  to  di*m:\nd  of  us.  He  would  repeat,  that  unless 
this  course  of  proceeding  was  adopted,  he  would  vote  against  every  mo- 
tion for  an  adjournment.  He  hoprd  that  the  gMiilernan  from  Lancaster 
would  withdraw  his  amendment,  and  allow  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman 
from  Montgomery  to  be  voted  upon.  He  trusted  that  it  would  he  nega- 
tived, and  that  we  shoitld  remain  here  until  we  had  performed  the  duty 
which  we  were  sent  here  to  do.     He  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  Cox,  of  Somerset,  said,  we  could  not  tell  when  we  would  adjourn, 
if  we  intende<l  to  sit  until  we  s:ol  through  committee  of  the  whole.  We 
^uld  not  tell  whether  that  would  be  the  20th  of  July,  or  the  20ih  of 
September,    He  apprehended,  then,  that  there  would  be  no  8ense  in  pas* 


110  PROOEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

,  ting  a  resolution  to  adjourn  when  we  get  through  committee  of  the  whole. 

,  Why  not  stop  till  we  get  ihrough.     It  was  best  to  fix  no  day  at  present, 

■  (or  there  was  not  a  member  of  the  Convention  who  would  undertake  to 

,  say  that  we  could  get  through  by  the  7th  of  July.     He  hoped  that  the 

resolution,  together  with  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne, 

would  be  negatived. 

Mr.  Jenks,  of  Bucks,  was  satisfied  that  the  day  was  not  distant, 
when  this  body  would  see  the  necessity  and  piopriety  of  adjourning.  He 
anticipated  that  if  the  question  was  taken  now,  not  only  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  but  also  on  the  resolution  as  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  they  would  be  negatived.  And, 
being  anxious  to  avoid  that  issue,  he  would  move  to  postpone  the  amend- 
ment, together  with  the  resolution,  until  Monday  week. 

Mr.  Martin,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  it  had  been  his  intention  to 
have  offered  a  few  remarks  before  the  motion  to  postpone  was  made.    He 
would  now,  however,  merely  say,  that  he  would  vote  against  postponing. 
.  And,  if  that  motion  should  fail,  he  would  then  vote  against  any  resolution 
for  fixing  a  day  of  adjournment.     Nearly  the  whole  of  the  forenoon  had 
been  spent  in  discussing  this  question,  and  we  might  as  well,  at  once, 
agrees  to  adjourn  on  the  7th  of  July,  to  meet  as:ain  on  the  27th  of  the  same 
month.     If,  then,  the  motion  to  postpone  should  not  prevail,  and  the  re- 
solution should  come  up  again,  he  would  offer  a  resolution  that  the  Con- 
vention shall  adjourn  on  the  7th  of  July,  and  meet  again  on  the  27lh. — 
This  would  afford  gentlemen  an  opportunity  to  attend  to  their  harvest. 
This  was  a  matter  which  deserved  the  attention  of  the  Convention.     It 
would  be  impossible  to  keep  gentlemen  in  their  seats  here  during  harvest, 
and  we  might  as  well  meet  the  question  now.  He  was,  therefore,  opposed 
to  the  postponement  of  the  subject.     No  reasonable  objections  have  been 
urged  to  a  temporary  adjournment.     He  did  not  know  why  gentlemen 
were  so  anxious  to  give  the  Convention  a  bad  character.     We  have  been 
deeply,  closely,  laboriously  employed  for  a  long  time,  and  he  had  heard 
no  complaints  of  the  conduct  of  the  Convention,  except  from  gentlemen 
themselves.     He  would  ask  gentlemen  to  contemplate  the  consequences 
of  holding  ourselves  up  in  the  light  of  an  idle  and  careless  body,  neglectful 
of  our  duties  and  careless  of  the  public  interests.  It  would  only  tend  to  create 
prejudice  against  our  ultimate  action,  and  to  prevent  Huy  beneficial  results  a 
from  it.     He  did  not  dread  any  manifestation  of  public  displeasure  from 
our  adjourning  for  a  week  or  two;  but,  he  was  opposed  to  adjourning  for 
such  a  length  of  time,  as  would  remove  the  subjects  of  our  deliberation 
from  our  view.     By  a  short  recess,  we  should  not  lose  sight  of  what  we 
had  done,  and  should  come  back  after  it,  with  renewed  vigor  to  complete 
the  work.     There  was  no  ground  for  any  of  the  reproaches  about  the 
tardiness  of  the  movements  of  the  Convention.  Wc  came  here  to  consult  and 
deliberate,  and  not  to  act  hastily.     We  mis^ht,  if  we  had  wished  to  drive 
the  business,  have  gone  into  committee  of  the  whole  on  the  Constitution, 
on  the  first  day  we  came  here,  agreed  upon  our  amendments,  reported, 
and  concured  in  them,  and  adjourned  the  evening  of  the  same  day.     Or, 
if  despatch  was  the  only  object,  why  could  we  not  pass  a  Constitution 
now,  and  adjourn  sine  die,  immediately  after. 

Mr.  Shbllito  was  sorry,  he  said,  when  he  heaid  that  the  question  of 
luljouniment  was  coming  up  again  to-day,  as  it  was  certain  to  consimie  the 
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^rludtf  morntnuf.    He  was  very  sorry  that  these  motions  for  adioiiittitlitilt 
prevenied  us  from  getting  more  thaa  foar  or  five  d^ys  in  the  week:ftr  {!•'.,,• 
tention  to  oar  business.  Ifaby  here  were  so  anxious  togolbtbeiriiaiyMts^  :>, 
as  had  been  represented,  let  them  go,  with  leave  or  without  leave,  ^nd  \m\ 
aoei^rerahlt  fox  it  to  their  constituents.    He  was  anxious  to  despktchtbe 
l>U8mess,  aod  was  willing  to  stay  here  till  that  was  done,  even  if  fie  laid- 
lais  booM  here. 

Mr.  Woodward  modified  his  motion  to  amend  so  as  to  insert,  after  the 
isrord  *^adjoum*',  the  following,  viz :  ''  so  soon  as  the  several  articles  of 
the  Constitution  shall  have  passed  through  committee  of  the  whole'\ 

Mr.  Saeosr  opposed  the  amendment,  and  also  an  adjournment  of  any 
until  the  Convention  finished  the  liusiness  they  came  to  do.     He 

d.  that  the  idea  of  adjourning  to  accommodate  the  farmers,  suggested 
to  him  the  fact,  that  some  gentlemen  wished  to  pick  chestnuts  out  of  the 
hot  coals,  but  did  not  wish  to  use  their  own  fingers.    They  wished  to 
ad|)ouni9  and  wished  to  lay  it  to  the  farmers.     The  farmers  were  willing^ 
to  staj  and  do  the  work  which  the  people  sent  them  to  do. 

Mr.  Batnx  demanded  the  previous  question,  and  it  was  called  for  by 
eighteen  delegates,  as  follows:  Messrs.  Bayne,  Henderson, of Dauphiui 
DicKST,  Mann,  Cox^  Sellers,  Saeoer,  Farrslly,  Hyde,  Smyth, 
Maou,  Donagan,  Smith,  Cvrll,  Bigelow,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Todd, 
aod  Cruw. 

The  question  being,  shall  the  main  question  be  now  put, 

Mr.  Woodward  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered,  and 
were  as  follows :  ^ 

Ybas — Mewrs  Agnew,  Ay  res,  Banks,  Bamdollar,  Baroitz,  Bayne,  Bigolow,  Brown 
of  LaocA^ter,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Butler,  Chambers,  Chauncey,  Clapp,  Clarke,  of 
Bearrer,  CUrk,  of  Dauphin,  Cleavinger,  Cline,  Coaten,  Cochran,  Cope,  Craig,  Crum, 
Cammin,  Conningh  im,  Curll,  Dickey,  Farroily,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Gilraore, 
Grencllv  HMUnga,  Hayhurvt,  Helffenstein,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Henderson,  of 
Dauphin,  Hieater,  Huupt,  Hyde,  K<Minedy,  Kerr,  Long,  Lyon^,  Maclay,  Mann,M'Ca)l, 
Merkel,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Overfield,  Pollitck,  Porter,  of  Lan(*«ster,  Reigart,  Ritter, 
Roger»»  Rover,  Runsel,  S.ies^er,  Sellers,  Seltxer,  Smith,  Smyth,  Snively,  Sterigere, 
Thomas,  Todd,  Weaver,  Wh-to,  Serjeant.  President — 70. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bedford,  Bell.  Biddlc,  Brown,  of  Phil<idelphia,  Chindler,  of  Chester,  . 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cox,  Crain,  Dtirlington,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickerson,DilUnger,  Dona- 
gBQ,  Doran,  Earle.  Fleming.  Forward,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Hopkinson,  Jenks,  Konigmacher, 
Magee,  Martin,  M'Cahen,  M'DowcIl,  M*Sherry,  Merrill,  Myers,  Porter,  of  Northampton, 
Porriancc,  ResKl, Scott,  Schectz,  Shellito,  S wetland, Taggart,  Woodward,  Young — 40. 

So  the  main  question  was  ordered  to  be  put. 

The  question  being  then  taken  on  the  original  resolution,  as  moved  by 
Mr,  Mann, 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  lequired  by  Mr.  Hiester,  and  Mr,  Reioart, 
and  were  as  follows,  viz  : 

Ysa»— Messrs.  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Lancaster,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Chandler,  of 
Cheats,  Chauncey, CIrpp,  CleaviRger,  Coates,  Cr»pe,  Craig,  Crum,  Cunningham,  Curll, . 
Forward,  Foulkrnd,  Grenell,  Hasting?*,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Long,  Lyons,   - 
Msclay,  Mann,M*Call,  Miller,  Overfield,  Purter,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Northampton, 
Bci^it,  Royer,  Russell,  Scott,  Sellers,  Snively,  Swetland — 37. 

XAva— Messrs.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Banks,  Barndollnr,  Bayne,  Bedford,  Bell,  Biddle, 
Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Chambers,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke, 
•f  Indiana,  Cline,  Cochran,  Cox,  Crain,  Cummin,  Darlington,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickey, 
Dickenon,  DiJliJiger,  Donagan.  Doran.  Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble, 
Gtiihtrt,  GiixDore,  Hayhurst,  HelfTenstein,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hieeter,  Hopkin- 
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poc,  K0nr,KomginBcher,Ma^e,  Martin.  M'Cahan,  McDowell,  M^Sberry,  Morrill,  Mcrkal* 
Montgomery,  Myers.  Pollock,  Purviunce,  Read,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Sdcger,  Seltzer.  Scbeetz, 
Bhellito,  6mytb,  Sterigere,  Taggart,  Tbomaa,  Todd,  Weaver,  White,  Woodward,  Young, 
Sergeatit,  FretiderU^^lO, 

So  the  question  was  determined  in  the  negative. 
Mr.  Clapp  obtained  leave  of  absence  for  a  few  days,  from  Monday 
next. 

Mr.  Bell  offered  the  following  resolution,  which  was  read : 

Jietolved,  That  this  Convention  will  adjourn,  as  soon  as  the  several  articles  of  the 
Constitntinn  sha  I  have  ben  passed  through  committee  of  the  whole,  to  meet  again,  at  this 
place,  on  the  I7tb  of  October  next. 

Mr.  Bell  called  for  the  second  reading  and  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion, which  was  agreed  to— ayes,  46 ;  nays,  45. 

Mr.  B.  SHid,  itseemed  to  be  considered  that,  after  the  amendments  were 
passed  through  the  commitiee  of  the  whole,  the  Convention  should  ad- 
journ. He  had  submited  the  resolution  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the 
sense  of  the  Convention  on  that  subject.  If  it  was  the  determination  of 
the  Convention  not  to  adjourn  at  all,  until  they  had  g^ne  through  with 
their  business,  it  ought  to  be  known.  He  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  DicKFY  hoped,  he  said,  the  gentleman  would  not  press  thin 
subject  now.  Let  us  go  on  with  our  business,  and  make  what  progress 
we  can.  He  hoped  we  should  get  through  the  committee  of  the  whole 
befoie  we  took  up  this  question.  After  the  vote  just  taken,  he  hoped  the 
subject  would  not  be  urged  again. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  he  voted  against  the  adjournment  on  a  particular  day, 
but  he  wished  the  Convention  to  say,  whether  they  intended  to  adjourn 
when  they  had  got  through  the  committee  of  the  whole,  or  not.  The  vote 
just  taken  did  not  decide  this  question. 

Mr.  Merrill  said,  if  any  one  would  tell  us  when  we  would  get  through 
the  committee  of  the  whole,  he  would  be  willing  to  vote  upon  the  resolu- 
tion. We  might  get  through  sooner  than  we  expected,  or  perhaps  it  would 
take  us  longer.  He  wished  to  continue  the  session,  until  it  was  ascer- 
tained whether  it  would  be  practicable  to  finish  the  work  or  not. 

Mr.  Darlington  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  decide  this  question 
now. 

Mr.  Forward  hoped,  he  said,  it  would  be  decided.  After  wading 
through  the  summer  here,  or  nearly  through,  he  hoped  we  should  not 
adjourn  to  come  back  again  in  two  months.  He  hoped  the  Convention 
would  reject  the  resolution,  so  as  to  settle  the  question. 

Mr.  Sterigere  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  striking  out  all  after 
the  word  "  resolved",  and  providing  that  the  Convention,  when  it  ad- 
journs, adjourn  to  meet  at  4  o'clock  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  Dickey  moved  to  postpone  the  resolution  and  amendment  indefi- 
nitely— agreed  to,  52  to  41. 

The  Convention  then  adjourned. 
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MONDAY,  JtTNE  26,  1837. 

THIRD  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole,  on 
tbe  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hayhurst,  to  amend 
the  amendment,  by  inserting  after  the  word  **  taxes",  and  before  the 
word  **  bot*',  the  words  following,  viz  :  *'  And  free  male  citizens,  quali- 
fied hj  age  and  residence  as  aforesaid,  who  shall,  within  two  years  next 
beibfe  the  election,  have  paid  any  public  tax  required  by  law,  shall  also 
be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  district  in  which  they  shall  reside". 

Ifr.  Woodward,  of  Luzerne,  rose  to  make  one  or  two  suggestions.— 
h  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  object  of  the  mover  of  this  amendment,  to  in- 
ttodiioe  some  mode  of  identifying  voters  as  residents  of  the  district.  He 
(Mr*  W^  would  prefer  the  adoption  of  any  other  mode  to  that  of  paying 
a  tax.  If  it  was  the  desire  of  the  committee  to  establish  a  mode  of  de- 
flgnalhig  a  species  of  record,  to  establish  the  fact  of  residence,  it  ought 
ID  be  made  on  the  most  liberal  principle.  He  did  not  believe,  that  a  ma- 
jority of  thia  Convention  were  prepared  to  say  that  property  is  to  be  a 
batis  of  the  right  of  suffrage,  even  to  a  limited  extent,  or  that  a  tax  qualifi- 
cation should  be  retained  K)r  any  other  purpose  than  as  a  record  of  citizen- 
ship. Gentlemen  in  favor  of  this  principle,  wish  to  make  it  rest  on  a 
eotain  length  of  residence.  In  this  view,  the  mode  of  ascertaining  the 
to,  in  this  amendment,  is  not  so  objectionable.  In  this  view,  it  is  more 
tolerable  than  when  imposed  under  the  idea  that  it  confers  any  particular 
privilege.  If  a  tax  qualification  be  established  for  this  purpose,  it  ought 
to  embrace  eveiy  man  who  pays  any  species  of  tax.  A  borough  tax,  for 
tneh  purpose,  would  be  as  good  evidence  as  a  county  tax  ;  and,  he  who 
contributes  by  his  labor,  on  the  highways  and  public  roads,  should  be  equally 
entitled,  because,  owing  to  the  great  intercourse,  he  who  pays  the  tax  in 
this  land  of  labor,  stands  in  as  much  estimation,  in  public  opinion,  as  he 
who  pays  a  State  or  county  tax  of  a  shilling.  Has  he  not  as  complete 
and  full  evidence  of  his  right  to  vote,  as  if  he  paid  a  State  tax  ?  The 
object  of  the  amendment  is  to  extend  the  right,  so  as  to  allow  him,  who 
inys  a  township  or  borough  tax,  as  well  as  him  who  pays  a  public  and 
Stale  tax,  to  exercise  the  right  which  is  his,  and  this  is  sufficient  evidence 
of  the  fact.  He  was  in  favor  of  this  amendment.  It  extended  the  privi- 
lege to  the  honest  laborer  who  may  not  have  been  able  to  save  a  sufficient 
sum  to  pay  the  State  tax.  There  were  many  honest  laborers,  within  his 
knowledge,  who  were  not  able  to  retain,  from  the  necessary  expenses  of 
their  faxmlies,  the  contingencies  of  sickness,  and  other  incidenis,  enough 
to  pay  the  State  tax,  but  had  contributed,  by  their  working  on  the  roads, 
and  thus  acquired  a  meritorious  right  to  the  exercise  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise. Might  not  this  then  be  as  satisfactory  evidence  as  if  they  had  been 
able  to  meet  the  hard  faced  collector.  The  man  who  has  earned  the  right 
by  the  toil  of  his  hands,  as  well  as  he  who  contributes  his  mite  to  the 
eounty  tax,  should  be  entitled  to  vote.  And,  who  jjirould  object  to  this 
nsst  reasonable  extension  of  the  right  7   Whom  could  it  injure  ?    Whose 
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riffhu  would  it  abridge  ?  It  diminishes,  abridges  the  right  of  no  one, 
^Ue  it  extends  the  rights  of  the  honest  laborer,  who  has  not  the  means  to 
pay  in  money,  but  only  by  his  honest  labor.  Whom  is  it  to  injure  ?  Who 
IS  to  be  found  on  this  ^oor  to  oppose  a  provision,  which  gives  the  privi- 
lege to  that  labor  and  sinew  which  works  on  your  public  highways,  and 
which  its  possessor  would  be  as  willing  to  bring  into  the  field  in  time  of 
danger  T  Who  will  say  such  are  not  qualified  ?  No  one.  If  the  ]ptay- 
Hient  of  taxes  be  only  intended  for  evidence  of  qualification,  her6  is  such 
eridence  as  is  not  to  be  disputed.  In  regard  to  the  terms  of  the  amend- 
ment, the  fentloman  from  Beaver  took  exception  to  the  word  puUic^  as  a 
▼ague  and  mdefinite  expression,  not  sufficiently  intelligible.  The  gentle- 
man from  Beaver,  he  believed,  was  a  lawyer,  but  all  the  legal  talent  of 
Beaver  county  could  not  have  supplied  a  word  more  significant,  or  more 
phan.  A  public  taix,  to  a  lawyer  and  every  one,  conveys  the  idea  of  m 
tax  imposed  by  a  public  law.  What  is  a  public  law  ?  The  gentleman 
onderstands  the  difference  between  a  public  and  a  private  law.  What 
relates  to  the  public,  is  a  public  law ;  while,  a  private  law  is  that  which 
delates  to  individuals.  A  tax  is  a  public  tax  when  it  relates  to  the  com- 
ittnnity.  All  taxes  which  relate  to  the  communi^  are  public  taxes.^— 
There  is  not  the  least  ground  for  the  exception  taken  by  the  gentleman. 
No  term  could  have  been  selected  more  apt  and  appropriate.  Why  should 
not  this  amendment  prevail.  It  injures  no  one,  while  it  extends  the  rights 
ef  suffrage  to  a  most  meritorious  class — ^not  large,  because  most  meai  by 
mean#  of  their  industry  and  economy,  have  accumulated  something--*thoae 
who  cannot  spare  a  pecuniary  contribution,  but  have  performed  their  duties 
6n  the  soil,  and  are  prepared  to  fulfil  their  duties,  when  required,  in  the 
iddt 

Mr.  Hathitrst  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion  to  amend* 
and  they  were  ordered.  * 

Mr.  GooHiUN,  of  Lancaster,  said  that,  as  fthe  yeas  and  nays  had  been 
called  on  this  question,  he  wished  to  make  a  very  few  remarks.  He  had 
been  ranked,  as  his  votes  would  shew,  amonf  those  who  opposed  many 
amendments  to  the  Constitution,  acting,  as  he  believed,  in  consistency 
with  the  views  of  his  constituents.  He  was  well  aware  that  his  constitB* 
^ts  were  not  disposed  to  make  any  considerable  changes  in  the  Gonstitu« 
lion.  There  was  a  majority  of  votes  cast  in  his  county  against  a  Conven- 
tion; but  in  that  majority  there  were  many  who  were  willing  to  ammd 
die  Constitution  in  parts,  but  they  were  fearful  that  too  much  would  be 
done.  He  had  not  considered  the  amendments  hitherto  of  much  impor- 
tance. One  which  was  peculiarly  entertained  by  his  constituents  was  in 
reference  to  the  diminution  of  the  patronage  of  the  Executive ;  but  he  did 
not  diink  the  amendment  made  on  that  point  as  in  any  way  carrying  out 
Aeit  views.  They  did  not  wish  the  responsibility  of  the  Executive  divi- 
ded with  any  other  branch  of  the  Grovemment,  but  that  it  should  be  en- 
tirely vested  in  him.  For  that  amendment,  therefore,  he  had  not  voted, 
as  his  constituents  desired  the  restrictions  to  be  in  a  different  form.  At 
regarded  the  tax  qualification,  he  had  voted  in  favor  of  it ;  and  he  should 
itso  vote  in  favor  of  this,  as  he  believed  that  he  was  thus  carrying  out 
their  wishes.  The  tax  qualification  was  the  most  honest  test  which  could 
be  desired ;  and  whatever  may  be  said,  and  whatever  arguments  used  to 
die  contrary—'*  to  this  complexion  we  must  come  at  last":  it  iM  acknowl- 
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edging  that  he  who  deaires  a  share  in  the  Government  must  contribute  Id 
Ha  aupport.  It  ia  the  most  honest  mode  that  can  be  devised ;  and  it  woidd 
extend  the  right  to  every  individual  who  is  willing  and  able  to  contributK; 
to  erexy  man  who  comes  to  reside  among  us.  This  amendment  embn^ 
ees  ilie  idea  completely.  He  thought  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne  IumI 
SM  defined  the  term  public  taxes  so  accurately  as  he  might  have  dona» 
Itsoibraces  the  borough  tax.  He  was  not  himself  lawyer  enough  to  say 
Ww  hi  a  borough  tax  is  a  public  tax :  but  as  it  relates  to  a  corporation— to 
iidividnal»-*he  should  consider  it  not  strictly  a  borough  tax.  But  whatever 
Ibemmay  be  in  these  minor  considerations,  it  can  be  arranged  afterwards^ 
He  hoped  no  one  who  had  voted  for  the  tax  qualification  (and  he  was 
mod  to  number  himself  among  them,^  would  go  against  this  proposition. 
It  had  gone  abroad  that  this  qualification  was  considered  necessary,  not 
SB  aeooont  of  the  amount  of  money  paid,  but  as  a  record  evidence,  iif 
foalifieation.  It  ought  therefore  to  be  a  public  tax,  as  the  payment  of  a 
bormigh  tax  might  not  at  all  times  be  available  evidence.  But  he  would 
BoCgd  against  the  amendment  on  that  account:  it  was  good  enough  in  i^ 
self  to  cover  a  much  greater  evil.  Some  young  gentleman  of  this  Coo* 
venlion  had  called  the  tax  qualification  an  aristocratical  provision,  and 
Bsiifd  from  whence  we  had  derived  it  T  If  the  gentleman  had  lived  in  the 
twilight  dawn  of  our  democratic  representative  institutions,  or  had  cas| 
even  a  superficial  glance  over  the  history  of  that  period,  he  would  have 
known  tliat  this  princi|de  was  at  the  bottom  of  our  Government ;  that  i% 
was  the  cry  through  the  whole  length  and  breadth  of  the  land :  that  it  was 
the  foundation  of  our  liberties  :  that  it  was  this  principle  which  called  our 
Miers  to  the  field  :  and  that  it  was  recognized  in  the  Constitution  of  the 
Umted  States,  as  also  in  the  Constitutions  of  several  States  of  the  Union. 
Can  it  be  called  aristocracy,  when  it  forms  the  ground  work  of  our  insti» 
tBtions  ?  Strike  this  feature  from  the  fundamental  law,  and  you  knock 
down  one  of  the  pillars  of  our  institutions.  In  times  of  reform  and  im- 
provement like  these  he  might  be  wiong  in  uttering  these  sentiments,  but 
he  regarded  this  as  the  shortest  and  safest  mode  of  determining  the  right 
to  vole.  He  should  think  the  term  aristocracy  ought  not  to  be  applied  to 
this*  the  wisest  and  best  provision  in  our  Constitution.  Where  was  the 
hardship  on  a  man,  when  paying  his  mite  7  Does  it  not  purchase  for  him 
the  benefit  of  protection  in  life,  person,  property  and  happiness  ?  They 
who  are  so  rc»dy  to  throw  a  stigma  on  it,  should  think  more  deeply  on 
the  aobject,  should  look  back  to  die  times  that  tried  men's  souls,  and  par- 
lieipalein  the  feelings  of  tlie  men  of  that  day :  they  would  then,  he  trusted, 
instead  of  casting  a  shade  on  the  bright  virtue  of  their  forefathers,  endea- 
vonr  to  sasiain  these  institutions  which  they  had  constructed,  which  could 
not  be  done  by  taking  away  their  foundation.  He  should  vote  for 
the  amendment,  and  hoped  it  would  be  adopted,  and  that,  on  this  second 
reading  of  the  article,  it  would  be  arranged  into  the  place  to  which  it  was 
appropriate. 

Mr.  SooTT,  of  Philadelphia,  remarked  on  the  doubtful  interpretation  to 
which  the  term  *'  public  tax'*  was  liable.  A  doubt  had  been  expressed 
whether  or  not  it  included  a  borough  tax.  If  it  did,  how  would  it  operate 
on  what  gentlemen  suppose  to  be  the  true  basis  of  the  tax  qualification  T 
Any  man  who  pays  his  borough  tax  in  one  borouffh,  may,  on  moving  into 
iMbtf  ootmtyi  vote  on  the  receipt  ibewing  that  be  had  paid  $hat  tai^. 
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If  it  was  intended  to  include  a  borough  tax,  an  assessment  of  any  de- 
•eription,  for  any  purpose,  made  by  any  borough,  however  constituted* 
would  be  Buffictent  to  give  the  holder  of  the  receipt  a  vote;   and  it 
was  clear  that  the  amendment  would  break  down  that  principle  on  which 
many  gentlemen  had  already  voted,  who  had  considered  the  payment  of  m 
tax  as  important  in  the  light  of  evidence  of  general  qualification.     How 
eould  the  au^enticity  of  all  the  countless  receipts,  which  might  be  exhibi- 
ted in  remote  parts  of  the  State,  be  ascertained  by  judges  of  the  elections  ? 
It  would  be  impossible  that  they  who  presided  over  the  polls  could  decide 
correctly  on  all  the  documents  which  would  be  presented  to  their  view  as 
evidence.    If  public  tax  included  boroughs,  as  he  believed  it  did,  it  would 
indude  the  smallest  tax  of  the  smallest  borough,  and  who  could  learn  the 
limit  T     Was  it  not  clear  that  a  wide  door  to  fraud  would  then  be  opened  ? 
And  a  temptation  to  deceit,  than  whioh  it  would  be  better  to  abandon  all 
restrictions,  and  at  once  permit  the  officers  of  our  Commonwealth  to  be 
elected,  and  her  fate  and  fortunes  to  be  passed  upon  by  strangers  to  her 
interests,  and  aliens  to  her  soil  ?    But  he  had  already  stated  to  the  com- 
mittee, that,  in  his  view,  the  provision  of  the  existing  Constitution  did  not 
rest  upon  the  ground  of  evidence  alone,  but  had  probably  been  intended 
aa  a  financial  provision.     He  believed  it  to  be  the  best,  the  most  effectual, 
and  the  least  oppressive  mode  of  securing  to  the  public  the  contributions 
due  from  the  citizens.     Under  our  present  system,  the  exercise  of  the 
right  of  suffrage  is  connected  in  the  mind  of  the  freeman  with  the  pay- 
ment of  his  contributions.    The  connexion  causes  that  payment  to  be 
willingly  and  cheerfully  made :  to  be  regarded  as  an  honorable  act,  wor- 
thy of  a  freeman,  and.to  be  followed  by  the  enjoyment  of  a  high,  conea- 
pondent  privilege.     Take  away  that  privilege,  and  you  leave  him  simply 
m  the  position  of  a  man  paying  a  tax.     He  was  unwilling  to  break  down 
this  principle  to  lessen  the  force  of  this  association.    And,  in  taking  this 
course,  he  regarded  himself  as  advocating  the  best  interests  of  the  lowly  and 
the  humble.     It  was  to  them  of  deep  importance,  that  the  property  of  the 
land  should  freely  contribute  its  aid,  and  fully  to  the  means  of  supporting 
those  institutions  upon  which  their  peace,  their  liberty,  their  personal  pro- 
tection, and  their  domestic  enjoyments  rested.     How  can  liberty  be  sup- 
ported—how can  the  fireside  of  the  cotta£rer  be  protected  from  oppression- 
how  all  that  is  dear  to  man  be  preserved  to  him — but  by  that  government 
to  maintain  which,  pecuniary   contributions  are  necessary,  which  must 
be  paid  by  those  who  are  accommodated  ?     These  are  the  best  modes  of 
securing  those  enjoyments.     If  you  break  it  down,  you  injure  those  for 
whose  benefit  you  propose  to  pass  this  amendment.     There  is  no  neces- 
sity to  pass  it  to  secure  the  effects  which  are  desired.     The  grounds  are, 
that  the  laboi  of  the  laborer  who  works  on  your  roads,  ought  to  be  availa- 
ble to  him  in  giving  him  the  right  of  suffrage — to  stand  in  lieu  of  money. 
If  it  be  to  take  the  place  of  money,  his  labor  is  worth  money,  and  how  is 
it  that  he  cannot  as  easily  get  a  certificate  of  the  payment  of  the  value  in 
money  ?     There  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Legislature  from  passing  a  law 
to  regulate  this,  why  then  should  we  take  away  the  great  inducement  to 
the  payment  of  taxes,  and  break  down  the  financial  operations  of  the  Go- 
vernment?   It  was  for  the  advantage  of  the  poor,  that  those  who  were 
more  fortunate,  should  contribute  in  proportion  to  their  property ;  an  effect 
which  would  be  destroyed  by  establishing  the  rale  that  the  payment  of  a 
single,  uneertaia,  trifling  bprough  tax,  shpnld  give  to  tl^e  man  of  property 
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the  same  right  at  t^  polls,  that  he  now  derived  from  his  full  and  free  con- 
tribotioiii.  Americans  had  always  revolted  against  direct  taxes.  The 
machinery  of  investigation  and  collection  is  averse  to  their  habits— the 
moet  profitaUe  taxes,  and  those  most  easily  collected,  have  always  been 
doties  00  imports.  The  feeling  is  in  both  cases  the  same ;  they  dislike 
eompnliory  payment— but  associate  that  duty  with  the  privilege,  and  make 
it  part  and  parcel  of  the  freeman's  rights ;  and,  instead  of  being  considered 
a  beideo,  it  will  hereafter,  as  it  has  been  heretofore,  be  deemed  dishonora- 
bfe  lo  neglect  that  on  which  the  support  of  the  Government,  and  the  en- 
jcyment  of  their  own  franchise,  alike  depend.  Substitute  for  this  manly 
MBtiment,  the  sufficiency  of  a  borough  receipt,  and  as  to  all  the  rest,  suit 
sad  eoQectora'  distresses,  and  it  is  easy  to  see  what  will  be  the  result— 
kow  litde  mdvantageous  to  the  real  interests  of  those  particular  classes  of 
pnaooe  for  whom  gendemen  affect  so  much  anxiety.  He  believed  that  if 
«iy  daM  of  people  in  this  Commonwealth,  however  humble,  were  assem- 
Ued,  and  the  boon  was  offered  to  them,  that  they  should  enjoy  the  right  of 
itCirige,  without  contributing  according  to  their  means,  that  boon  would 
be  TFJeeted  with  scorn.  His  countrymen  did  not  require  this  at  the  hands 
of  thw  CoDTention.  They  were  a  proud  and  a  sturdy  race  of  men.  They 
loved  the  Government  which  they  supported,  and  they  felt  that  they  had  a 
piuperiy  in  it,  becanse  they  rendered  that  support.  It  was  a  free  and  a 
nanly  aentiment,  and  went  far  to  uphold  the  principle  of  equality  of  rights. 
It  was  a  eentiment  which  he  was  unwilling  to  weaken-*it  was  honorable 
to  the' American  character,  and  should  be  upheld — not  broken  down,  as  in 
•ome  degree  he  believed  it  would  he,  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 
He  did  not  believe  that  they  would  feel  honored  or  pleased  by  this  amend- 
■wnt. 

The  extreme  cases  stated  in  argument,  were  all  within  the  power  and 
leptimate  scope  of  legislative  action.  So,  too,  was  it  in  the  power  of  the 
Legtslatore,  if  they  deemed  it  proper,  to  render  a  township  certificate  of 
work  done  on  the  roads,  leceivable  in  payment  of  county  taxes,  if  that  work 
shoold  overrun  the  township  duty.  It  was  unnecessary  to  point  out  the 
modes  of  relief — they  did  exist  and  could  be  applied.  Instead  of  which, 
we  were  now  proposing  to  break  up  the  whole  system,  and  put  afloat  the 
whole  doctrine  of  evidence,  of  finanre,  and  of  voluntary  contribution.  Bo- 
roogh  receipts  might  hereafter  become  of  cheap  and  easy  purchase,  and  in 
the  ooorse  of  time — for  we  are  not  framing  laws  for  a  day  or  a  year,  but 
for  a  century — struggling  parties  at  the  extremity  of  a  State,  might  find  it 
a  profitable  speculation  to  contribute  to  the  necessities  of  some  new-fledged 
boromgh,  wherever  it  could  be  found,  and  purchase  at  the  cheapest  possi- 
ble rates,  tickets  of  admission  to  the  polls  of  freemen.  It  is  our  duty  to 
guard  the  Commonwealth  against  the  dangers  of  corruption.  If  men  were 
always  pure  and  good,  the  labor  of  legislation  would  be  light,  indeed.  For 
these  reasons,  as  one  whose  feeling  are  friendly  to  that  class  of  citizens 
for  whose  benefit  this  amendment  was  intended,  and  feeling  at  heart  their 
equality  of  rights,  and  as  a  deiester  of  every  thin^  at  war  with  that  feeling, 
be  was  constrained  to  give  his  preference  to  the  old  Constitution. 

Mr.  Woodward  said,  the  Constitution,  as  it  now  stands,  requires  the 
payment  of  a  State  or  county  tax.  He  wished  to  know,  if  working  on 
the  road  would  pay  a  State  or  county  tax  ?  Would  working  on  the  road 
pey  a  Slate  or  county  tax  ?    The  State  has  no  roads  on  wUch  a  tax  ca^ 
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be  laid,  and  the  oountiea  have  no  roads.  The  roads  belong  to  the  towi^ 
ships.  What  mode  could  be  devised,  of  giving  to  the  laborers,  on  th^ 
township  roads,  the  right  of  suffrage,  but  some  such  mode  as  this  ?  ■■  Tbc^ 
gentleman  granted  the  whole  question,  when  he  admited  that  they  sboulA 
be  entitled  to  vote.  The  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  thought.the  peoj^ 
would  reject,  with  scorn,  any  attempt  to  give  them  the  right  to  vote  af  n 
favor.  He  believed  that,  and  also  that  every  man  ought  to  contribttle« 
even  if  he  is  not  willing  to  do  so.  But,  he  is  called  on  to  contribate« 
before  the  Government  is  formed,  and  he  has  received  any  benefit. froapt 
it?  The  right  of  suffrage  is  very  different  from  the  right  of  protectibi^ 
after  the  Government  is  formed.  No  man  should  be  taxed  for  exeroisuig 
the  right  of  suffrage.  It  is  a  right  which  ought  to  be  confered  on  every 
man  who  resides  on  the  soil,  who  is  ready  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  the  eiti* 
len,  and  to  fight  the  battles  of  the  country.  After  the  Govenunieni  if 
formed,  there  exists  a  reason  for  demanding  a  contribution  for  protecti^j 
Therefore,  he  believed,  that  the  people  would  reject  the  offer  of  the  rifbl 
to  vote  as  a  favor,  but  that  they  would  say  to  you— -we  claim  the  right  of  sn^ 
frage  as  freemen — ^we  claim  the  right  to  choose  our  rulers — we  will  aftar- 
waids  contribute,  because  we  would  desire  to  enjoy  the  benefits  to  arise 
from  the  protection  of  the  Government.  This  was  the  just  distinction  to 
be  taken.  In  reffard  to  the  material  question,  he  did  not  think  the  wtgor 
ment  of  the  genUeman  from  Philadelphia  had,  in  any  degree,  shaken  ita 
validity. 

Mr.  CuiiMiN,  of  Juniata,  said,  he  was  opposed  to  all  tax  qualification  ae 
the  ffround  work  of  the  right  of  suffrage.  He  had  seen  a  great  deal  too 
much  contention  at  elections.  Young  men  came  forward  to  offer  their 
▼otes,  and  were  rejected ;  yet,  they  were  good  citizens,  and  had  as  good 
right  to  vote  as  any.  According  to  his  views,  no  citizen  ought  to  be  de» 
prived  of  his  vote,  because  of  the  neglect  of  an  assessor  or  a  collectov.*^*- 
Every  man  should  be  permited  to  vote  without  the  incumbrance  of  a  taa(. 
It  was  not  the  duty  of  the  voter  to  follow  the  officer ;  but,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  assessor  or  collector  to  follow  him.  He  would  not  give  a  vote  for 
any  measure  calculated  to  deprive  a  citizen  of  his  vote. 

He  had  himself  been  deprived  of  his  vote  by  an  arbitrary  exercise  of 
power  during  the  reign  of  terror.  That  reign  lasted  but  a  short  time.-— 
If  it  had  been  perpetuated  by  the  re-election  of  the  federal  candidate,  this 
Convention  would  never  have  been  assembled.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.)  we 
should,  at  this  moment,  have  been  under  a  monarchical  Government. 

The  Chair  reminded  the  gentleman  that  the  question  was  on  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CuMifiN  said,  he  was  speaking  on  the  right  of  suffrage,  and  he  had 
a  right  to  show  how  it  had  been  taken  away  under  former  laws,  and  to 
•how  that  it  was  our  duty  now  to  build  it  on  a  rock  where  it  would  stand 
firmly  forever.  He  thought  he  might  be  permited  to  give  a  history  of  the 
reiffn  of  terror^  and  of  the  naturalization  lawe  The  truth  ought  to  be  heard 
and  known ;  and  it  was  true,  he  said,  that  if  GrOD,  in  his  providence,  had 
not  so  ordered  it,  that  the  window  tax,  which  was  imposed,  had  in/oensed 
the  Germans  of  the  eastern  counties,  our  republican  institutions  would  no 
longer  be  in  existenee.  The  naturalization  act  was  passed  in  1798.  No 
person  was  permitted  to  avail  himself  of  the  act  ana  become  natoralizedt 
noleii  be  did  it  before  the  Il^th  of  June  following  in  tbul  year,  and  tbtn 
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he  had  to  pay  the  snm  of  fourteen  dollars,  and  the  charges  of  court. — 
In  ease  he  did  not  come  forward  then,  he  was  deprired  of  his  vote  for 
fiMuteen  years*  and  then  must  pay  a  tax  for  it.  This  was  the  most  tvran- 
mal  law  that  he  erer  heard  of  under  any  Government  in  the  world.  If 
faifeig— i  had  been  deprived  of  the  right  of  voting,  you,  youhielf,  Mr. 
Chaimait  would  not  im)w  be  a  freeman. 

Bat,  mpporte  I  had  paid  the  expense  of  twenty  dollars,  I  should  have 
beea  cm  probation,  under  that  act,  for  seven  years.  But  one  who  did  not 
atifl  UflMelf  of  that  act,  would  have  to  wait  twenty-one  yean  before  he 
eonfcl  fiU  an  office.  These  were  the  acts  of  tyranny  which,  coupled  with 
and  seditibti  laws,  brough  this  country  to  the  very  brink  of  destruo- 
Under  the  alien  act,  it  was  in  the  power  of  any  ruffian  or  mis* 
CMiDt,  upon  making  complaint  against  any  foreigner,  to  have  him  trans- 
perted,  without  a  hearing  or  examination,  to  any  country  which  the  Pre* 
■ieat  might  name. 

Another  law  was  passed  in  the  reign  of  terror — ^the  sedition  or  gag  law* 
No  man  was  to  be  allowed  to  speak  his  mind  on  the  subject  of  the  Govem- 
An  army,  too,  was  to  be  sent  to  regulate  the  elections.  But  Pro- 
aunt  the  people  a  deliverance,  before  the  purposes  of  the  friends 
IT  and  equal  rights  could  be  carried  into  execution. 

Another  law,  imposing  direct  taxes,  was  the  means  of  overthrowing  all 
the  avbitrary  laws.  The  window  tax  so  incensed  the  citizens  of  York 
oooBty,  that  they  gave  a  majority  of  three  thousand  for  the  republican 
party,  at  the  ensuing  Section.  That  i|^  the  election  (said  Mr.  G.)  when 
1  was  cot  off  from  the  right  of  suffrage.  But  God,  in  his  mercy---lbr  it 
was  not  man's  work — so  ordered  it,  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
VIS  eliangedt  and  the  liberties  of  the  people  preserved.  He  should  oppose 
Cfery  moaaore  which  denied  a  vote  to  any  man,  and  he  should  oppose  any 
lax  qoalification  of  whatever  kind. 

Bfe.  SnsLUTo  said  he  would  make  a  statement  of  facts  to  the  gentleman 
from  PUladelphia«  (Mr.  Scott)  who,  he  said,  having  bef  n  bom  with  a 
silver  spoon  in  his  mouth,  did  not  know  what  were  the  rights  of  the  poor 
nun.  He  knew  an  individual,  he  said,  who  was  as  intelligent  as  the 
learned  aentleman  from  Philadelphia,  and  of  the  same  politics  with  him, 
who  had  a  number  of  fine  promising  children,  who  was  so  poor  that  he 
had  lo  sell  his  cow  to  buy  bread  for  his  family ;  and,  having  no  property 
whatever,  paid  no  tax,  and  was  deprived  of  his  right  of  voting.  He  had 
no  vole  or  voice  in  the  Government  under  which  he  was  bringing  up  his 
children.  These  were  facts  that  he  was  acquainted  with  intimately ;  and 
tfaia  nan  was  a  man  of  high  spirit,  and  a  man  of  worth  and  intelligence, 
md  thoQgh  not  of  the  same  politics  with  himself,  he  was  very  sorry  to  see 
faiai,  or,  indeed,  any  other  citizen,  deprived  of  his  vote,  because  he  was 
nnable  to  pay  a  tax.  Such  a  man  might  work  a  day  on  the  public  roads, 
and  become  entitled,  by  that  labor,  to  vote.  The  gentleman  bom  with  a 
ailver  spoon  in  his  mouth  ought  to  think  of  this.  To  say  that  none  should 
vote  exotpt  those  who  paid  taxes,  was  the  language  of  tyranny.  Let  us 
do  aomethiag  for  the  poor  man,  that  he  may  love  the  country  for  which  he 
10  liable  to  be  called  upon  to  peril  his  life. 

Mr.  M'DowBLL  liked  the  spirit,  he  said,  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Columbia.  Though  he  was  in  favor  of  retaining  the 
tK  qoalifieation,  yet  he  was  for  simpUifying  it,  and,  as  far  as  was  practi- 
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cable,  to  render  the  polls  accessible  to  all  the  citizens  of  die  Common- 
wealth. He  orAy  wished  to  guard  the  right  of  election  against  abuses. 
Vfiih  some  modification  he  would  vote  for  the  amendment,  with  pleasure. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  a  more  proper  provision,  if  it  limited  the 
qualification  to  the  place  where  the  tax  was  paid.  The  terms  of  the  amend- 
ment, as  it  stood,  were  exceptionable,  because  they  were  too  general^r— 
Aa  it  stood,  it  would  give  a  man  the  right  to  vote  in  any  township  or 
county  where  he  resided,  upon  the  payment  of  a  borough  tax  in  any  part 
of  the  State.  It  was  going  too  far  to  say,  that  if  a  man  paid  a  tax  ia 
Pittsburg,  he  should  be  entitled  to  vote  any  where  in  the  State.  The 
payment  of  a  local  tax,  should  only  give  a  person  the  right  to  vote  where 
it  was  paid.  If  the  gentleman  would  so  modiiy  the  motion,  as  to  meet 
this  objection,  he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  sustained  by  the  committee. 
Mr.  AoNEw,  though  in  favor  of  a  tax  qualification,  was  not  willing,  he 
said,  to  support  the  amendment.  In  regard  to  the  meaning  of  the  word 
*^  public* %  as  applied  to  taxes  in  the  amendment,  he  stated,  that  when  the 
fttPJect  was  before  the  Convention  of  1790,  a  proposition  was  made  to 
insert  the  words  **  public*'  before  the  words  **  State  or  county  tax" ;  hot, 
it  was  rejected  as  too  indefinite  a  word.  If  the  gentleman  designated 
each  species  of  tax  in  the  amendment,  it  would  be  more  plausible,  but  not 
to  put  a  word  of  doubtful  meaning  in  a  Constitution,  which  was  to  endure 
for  half  a  century  or  longer,  and  where  every  word  ought  to  be  written 
with  a  pen  of  diamond.  The  gei^eman  who  offered  the  proposition,  at 
well  as  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  asserted  the  phrase  <'  public  tax'\ 
would  embrace  borough  taxes,  while  the  gentleman,  who  last  addressed  the 
Chair,  said  it  would  not.  Here  it  was  evident,  that  the  word  was  not  un- 
derstood to  have  any  definite  meaning.  The  gentleman  from  Luzerne  had 
spoken  of  the  word  public  as  being  very  clear  in  its  signification,  and  re- 
fered  to  him  (Mr.  A.)  as  beinff  a  lawyer,  who  ought  to  understand  the 
distinction  be|ween  public  and  private  acts  of  legislation.  He  (Mr. 
A.)  was  well  aware  of  that  distinction ;  but,  would  ask  that  gentleman^ 
who  had  just  given  it  as  his  opinion,  that  public  tax  would  include  borough 
too,  if  he  were  employed  to  attend  to  the  case  of  a  client,  whose  rights 
depended  upon  a  charter  of  incorporation,  whether  he  would  no  be  obliged 
to  plead  the  act  of  incorporation,  or  whether  the  court  would  be  obliged 
to  take  notice  of  the  act  as  a  public  act  ?  The  answer  to  this  question  would 
show  that  the  meaning  of  the  word  public,  was  ascertained  by  the  subject 
which  it  qualified,  and  was  quite  too  indefinite  to  be  used  in  the  Constitu- 
tion. If  a  *'  public  tax*'  might  now  include  a  borough  tax,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  tell  what  it  might  not  include  hereafter.  It  would  be  impos- 
sible to  regulate  a  system  with  such  loose  provisions  as  these.  It  was 
said  that  the  phrase,  State  and  county  tax,  was  equally  indefinite  ;  but,  he 
apprehended,  that  if  the  tax  qualification  was  retained,  the  right  to  vote 
would  depend  upon  the  payment  of  a  legally  assessed  tax.  That  would 
give  certainty  to  the  rule.  But,  if  we  excluded  every  kind  of  tax,  what 
evidence  would  the  officers  of  elections  have  that  the  tax  was  legally  as- 
sessed? Might  there  not  be  some  illegal  or  pretended  corporations,  and 
would  not  spurious  receipts  be  easily  issued?  What  evidence  would 
there  be  of  the  legality  of  what  the  voter  alleged  to  be  a  tax  ?  The  officer 
of  the  elections  would  have  no  evidence  that  any  such  tax  had  ever  been 
imposed ;  and»  thus  a  wide  door  would  be  opened  to  fraud  and  imposi- 
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The  oath  of  the  voter  must  be  substituted  for  other  eTidenee>or  his 
light  to  Tote,  and  he  was  oppose<i  to  the  muhipHcation  of  oaths,  as  he  had 
heietofoie  remarked  in  this  discussion.  There  ought  to  be  some  other 
mode  than  oaths  of  obtaining  the  necessary  eTidence.  It  was  impossible 
10  reqaire  tecord  evidence  in  all  Ciises,  and  we  were  obliged  to  be  satisfied 
with  secondary  evidence.  Under  the  present  system  we-  had  means  of 
detecttng  peijuiy^  The  voter  must  state  what  the  tax  was,  and  to  whom 
it  was  paid.  We  conld  then  refer  to  the  records  of  the  county,  to  see 
whether  they  conflicted  with  his  testimony.  But,  if  the  payment  of  a 
eoiporation  tax  was  made  a  sufficient  qualification,  there  would  be  no  way 
of  ascertaining  whether  it  had  been  assessed  and  paid.  We  should  have 
Bodiioff  to  guard  the  elections  from  fraud.  The  proper  principle  for  the 
irgalation  of  this  subject,  undoubtedly  was,  that  the  right  of  suffrage 
ilranld  be  extended  as  far  as  was  consistent  with  the  rights  of  the  comma* 
sity,  as  it  could  be  extended  without  endangering  the  interests  of  the  com- 
■onity.  If  it  is  extended  so  far  as  to  admit  persons  not  entitled  to  it,  it 
will  be  like  taking  so  much  from  one  side  of  the  amount  and  adding  it  to 
the  other.  The  gain  of  one  man  is  the  loss  of  another.  We  impair  the 
lighiB  of  thoae  who  are  legal  voters  to  the  same  extent,  that  we  add  to- 
te tighiB  of  illegal  voters.  It  would  be  worse  to  expose  the  communi^ 
to  fraudulent  Totes,  than  to  deprive  those  of  their  votes  who  are  legally  entt- 
lied  to  them ;  for,  where  a  man  votes  who  has  no  right  to  vote,  he  deprives 
te  qualified  voter  of  his  right,  by  neutralizing  his  vote,  just  as  much  as 
te  assessor  should  deprive  him  of  it,  by  refusing  or  neglecting  to  place 
las  name  ou  the  tax  lists.  The  true  course  was  to  give  the  right  to  all 
who  seek  it^  and  to  protect  the  community  from  those  who  have  no  right. 
Tke  objection  to  the  phrase  **  public  lax*'  was,  that  it  was  too  indefinite; 
and,  it  would  be  ill  advised  to  bring  so  much  uncertainty  into  the  exercise 
of  so  valuable  a  right. 

Mr.  MEREDrru  had  supposed,  he  said,  that  the  Convention  had  finished 
this  matter  during  his  late  absence  from  his  seat,  as  he  had  seen  by  the  pa- 
pen  while  he  was  at  home,  that  it  was  under  discussion.  He  was  surprised, 
upon  his  return,  to  find  the  debate  still  going  on ;  and  he  must  say,  that  he 
was  shocked  to  hear  the  sentiments  that  had  been  advanced  in  it;  to  hear 
it  maintained  that  the  tax  qualification  was  an  exercise  of  arbitrary  and  ty- 
rannical authority  on  the  part  of  the  State  Government.  Why,  Sir,  it  was 
OB  this  principle — that  taxation  and  representation  are  inseparable — that 
oar  Tevolotion  was  founded.  It  was  from  that  abstract  principle  that  it 
arose— for  no  one  ever  pretended  that  the  tax  was  an  onerous  one,  or  pro- 
daoed  any  distress,  or  that  it  was  such  an  exercise  of  tyranny  as  would 
pot  an  end  to  the  liberty  which  we  had  enjoyed.  He  would  not  suppose 
that  there  was  a  majority  here  ready  to  put  a  stigma  on  the  principle  wnich 
oor  fathers  asserted  so  strenuously  and  at  so  much  peril,  and  which  they 
laid  at  the  very  foundation  of  the  free  institutions  which  they  established* 
He  objected  also  to  the  course  pursued  in  this  matter.  Having  settled  the 
principle,  the  details  of  the  subject  ought  to  be  left  to  the  second  reading. 
If  we  went  on  in  this  way,  disputing  in  committee  about  details,  we 
should  never  arrive  at  any  results.  The  expression  of  **  public  tax'*  was 
liable  to  all  the  objections  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Ao- 
stiw,)  and  it  was  entirely  inadmissable.  The  Constitution  provides  that 
tltt  payment  of  a  state  or  county  tax,  shall  entitle  a  person  to  vote ;  but  a 
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county  tax  if  a  regular  and  indispensable  tax.  It  was  laid  on  the  real  and 
personal  estate  in  the  county,  and  it  was  the  only  solitary  mode  in  which 
the  expenses  of  the  county  could  be  provided  for.  It  was  a  tax  of  the 
highest  character,  and  he  defied  any  one  to  show  an  instance  in  which  it 
was  ever  onerous.  The  returns  of  the  lists  of  assessment,  showed  who 
were  entitled  to  vote.  Now,  what  would  we  substitute  for  this  mode  of 
ascertaining  who  are  tax  payers,  and  who  are  entitled  to  vote  ?  This  was 
a  mode  which  had  never  occasioned  any  doubt  or  dispute.  It  was  simple 
and  intelligible.  There  had  been  disputes  in  relation  to  the  rights  of  per- 
sons between  the  ages  of  twenty-one  and  twenty-two,  to  vote ;  but  never 
ae  to  this  clause,  from  the  foundation  of  the  Constitution  to  this  day.  If 
we  struck  out  county  tax,  and  substituted  for  it  the  words  '*  public  tax/* 
it  would  involve  us  in  difficulty.  A  county  tax  might,  as  a  local  tax,  he 
then  deemed  insufficient.  In  the  strictest  sense  of  Uie  term,  a  county  tax 
was  not  a  public  tax.  Were  we  to  strike  out  this  plain,  perspicuous  pro- 
vision of  the  Constitution,  under  which  our  rights  have  been  exercised, 
without  dispute  for  so  long  a  time  ?  For  what  purpose  ?  Not  to  get  rid 
of  the  principle  of  tax  qualification,  for  that  haa  been  agreed  upon.  We 
were  asked  to  substitute  this  new  rule,  which  would  lead  us  to  endless  dis- 
putes and  difficulties,  and  destroy  all  the  evidence  of  citizenship  which  was 
now  received.  No  benefit  was  indicated  as  the  result  of  this  change,  and 
he  was  entirely  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Sterioere  said  he  should  go  for  the  proposition,  because  he  was 
in  favor  of  the  principle  of  extending  the  right  of  sufifraire  to  all  who,  in 
any  way,  contribute  to,  the  support  of  the  Stsite  Government,  and  form  a 
part  of  the  community  where  they  reside.  The  provisions  necessary  for 
pi  eventing  fraud  and  iftiposition  would  be  made  hereafter  by  act  of  Assem- 
bly, as  was  now  done  in  relation  lo  the  State  and  County  tax  qualification. 
The  same  means  would  exist  for  preventing  imposition  under  this  provi- 
sion, if  it  was  adopted,  as  under  the  present  Constitution.  All  the  diffi* 
culties  as  to  the  mode  of  obtaining  evidence  of  the  payment  of  the  tax 
which  gentlemen  had  urged  against  this  proposition  existed  now,  and 
they  must  be  obviated  in  the  same  manner.  We  must  depend  upon  the 
evidence  submited  by  the  individual  himself — upon  his  oath.  lie  could 
not  see  why  a  borough  tax  was  more  liable  to  this  objection  than  a 
county  tax. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  the  county,  rose,  he  said,  merely  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Meredith)  and  the  gentleman 
from  Lancaster,  ^Mr.  Cochran).  When  they  said  that  taxation  and  re- 
presentation ougnt  to  BO  together,  did  they  mean  that  none  should  have  a 
voice  in  the  election  of  Representatives  but  such  as  paid  taxes — and  that 
the  converse  of  the  proposition  was  also  true — that  a//  who  paid  a  tax 
should  vote  for  Representatives  ?  If  so,  then  all  women,  aliens,  Slc.  who 
pay  tax  should  vote,  or  else  not  be  taxed.  He  (Mr.  B.)  did  not  know 
that  what  was  meant  by  the  '*  taxation  and  representation  of  the  Revolu- 
tion, had  relation  to  the  rights  of  individual  electors. 

Mr.  Cochran  :  My  remark  refered  to  the  principles  adopted  bv  the 
ftthers  of  the  revolution. 

Mr,  Atrxs  rose  and  said,  that  as  he  knew  the  amendment  did  not  meet 
the  wishes  of  many  gentlemen,  he  wished  to  make  a  suggestion  which  he 
hoped  would  be  adopted.    If  the  Convention  would'  agree  to  strike  out 
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the  word  "  public'*  and  to  insert  in  its  room  the  words  **  road,  poor,  aad 
school*',  it  would  meet  the  object  in  view,  and  remove  the  objectionaUe 
ieatme.  He  thought  such  an  amendment  would  put  an  end  to  the  dis« 
eussion,  and  he  wished  to  see  it  made. 

Mr.  Scott,  in  reply  to  the  grentleman  from  Crawford,  (Mr.  Shblltto) 
who  had  said  that  he  (Mr.  I^ott)  was  bom  with  a  silver  spoon  in  his 
SKHith,  remarked  that  he  was  bom  to  no  such  good  fortune.  He  wished  the 
gentleman  to  understand  that  his  whole  life  had  been  one  of  hard  and  un- 
remiting  labor,  no  prospect  of  the  termination  of  which  could  he  now  see. 
He  asBored  the  gentleman  that  it  required  all  the  talent  and  energy  whieh 
he  coold  exert  to  support  a  large  family  of  children,  boys  and  girls  both, 
Beitber  of  whom  had  a  silver  spoon.  He  hoped,  theiefore,  the  gentleman 
woold  eonsider  him  as  one  of  the  working  men. 

Mr.  CukRKB,  of  Indiana,  said  when  we  got  through  the  general  prinei- 
pies  a^  the  Constitution,  a  committee  composed  of  the  best  scholars  should 
be  appointed  to  put  the  instrument  in  form.  He  would,  therefore,  suggest 
lo  tbe  gentleman  from  Columbia,  that  he  had  better  not  modify  his  amend- 
ment at  present.  He  admited  that  it  was  not  now  in  its  nght  place,  nor, 
perhaps,  in  its  proper  form ;  but  as  a  majority  appeared  to  be  in  favor  of 
its  prioeiple,  the  vote  might  be  taken  with  a  view  merely  to  determine  the 
mincii^e.  Hereafter,  the  form  and  place  of  the  provision  could  be  fixed. 
He  hoped,  if  the  majority  of  the  committee  were  determined  to  restore  the 
tax  qualifications,  they  would  extend  the  principle  of  evidence  a  little 
broader ;  and  this  could  not  be  considered  as  gainsaying  any  thing  that  the 
eommitiee  had  previously  decided  upon. 

Mr.  BiDDLB  said-*Mr.  Chairman  :  Under  the  existing  provision,  every 
mao  in  this  Commonwealth,  who  pays  a  State  or  county  tax,  is  entitled  to 
exereiee  the  ri^ht  of  suffrage.  Every  man  who  enjoys  property,  or  is  ca- 
pable of  exercising  an  occupation,  is  a  taxable  inhabitant.  If,  therefore, 
he  be  not  privileged  to  vote,  it  is  because  he  voluntarily  withholds  that 
whieh  every  good  citizen  should  cheerfully  discharge.  The  amount  of  the 
tax  is  so  small,  that  it  is  conceded  by  all  that  there  are  none  so  poor  as  to 
make  it  burdensome.  Then  who  is  excluded  by  the  present  provision  ? 
'Ho  one  but  the  citizen,  who,  partaking  of  all  the  blessings  so  bountifully 
bestowed  on  our  country,  and  protected  by  her  admirable  Government, 
with  his  own  consent,  neglects  to  perform  his  public  duties.  It  is  not  the 
man  who  labors  on  your  public  highways :  the  very  act  of  his  working 
shows  him  to  be  an  able-bodied  man,  capable  of  exercising  an  employment 
Your  sympadiies  are  not  due  to  the  idle  or  the  vicious,  or  to  those  who  are 
delinqnents.  The  words  State  or  county  tax,  are  clear,  unambi|;uous,  and 
embrace  every  one  having  property,  or  using  the  slightest  exeruon  to  sop- 
port  himself.     I  cannot  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Cbaxbbrs  said,  that  the  payment  of  a  State  or  county  tax  had  been 
reqoisiie  as  a  qualification  for  voting,  for  half  a  century.  What  was  pro- 
posed by  this  amendment  ?  From  the  remarks  which  the  gentleman  had 
made,  it  seemed  to  be  his  object  to  include  those  who  paid  a  road  tax ; 
hot,  one  who  was  liable  to  a  road  tax,  was  also  liable  to  a  county  tax.— > 
The  person  who  is  subject  to  one  chaige  is  subject  to  another,  and  the 
charge  is  upon  some  property  or  some  occupation.  We  dont,  then,  extend 
the  right  of  suffrage,  by  giving  it  to  those  who  have  paid  a  road  tax, 
beeanse,  if  they  are  able  to  pay  a  road  tax,  they  are  able  to  pay  a  county 
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tax.  The  gentleman  from  Crawford  (Mr.  Shellito)  has  said,  that  he 
has  known  of  cases  of  great  hardship,  growing  out  of  the  tax  qualifica- 
tion, as  it  now  stands.  He  has  told  us.  that  he  has  known  of  the  case  of 
an  intelligent  person,  who  was  compelled  to  sell  his  last  cow  to  obtain 
bread  for  the  support  of  his  family,  and  that  he  was  deprived  of  voting, 
because  he  had  not  the  means  to  pay  his  tax.  Well,  if  a  man  eats  the 
bi«ad  of  idleness,  was  that  any  reason  why  we  should  have  a  Constitu- 
tional provision  to  meet  his  case,  and  others  like  him.  If  an  individual 
has  any  property,  or  any  occupation,  he  is  liable  to  be  assessed ;  and,  if  he 
is  assessed,  and  is  able  to  pay  a  road  or  poor  tax,  he  is  able  to  pay  a  county 
tMJLt  SO  that  he  could  see  no  necessity  for  adopting  this  amendment.  If  a 
man  was  not  subject  to  a  county  tax,  for  want  of  an  occupation,  would  he 
be  subject  to  a  road  tax  ?  He  would  not ;  and  consequently,  would  not  be 
embraced  even  by  this  amendment.  The  amendment,  too,  was  objection- 
able from  its  want  of  certainty.  The  term  public  tax  was,  in  his  opinioD, 
loo  uncertain  to  be  introduced  into  the  fundamental  law  of  the  State.— 
Courts,  lawyers,  inspectors,  and  judges,  will  differ  as  to  what  shall  con- 
stitute a  public  tax.  He  would  be  disposed  to  consider  a  borough  tax  a 
public  tax,  because  it  was  a  tax  common  to  all  within  the  borough.  It  was 
not  levied  upon  any  particular  portion  of  the  inhabitants,  but  upon  those 
within  certain  boundaries.  Well,  if  a  borough  tax  be  a  public  tax,  it  was 
1^  unequal  tax,  and  calculated  to  make  distinctions  in  an  election  district 
II  was  a  tax  which  would  be  levied,  in  many  instances,  in  one  part  of  a 
district  and  not  upon  another,  so  that  in  the  same  election  district,  men 
▼oting  at  the  same  window  would  have  different  qualifications.  In  the 
county  of  Franklin  we  have  several  boroughs,  which  are  parts  of  town- 
ships, and  for  general  or  township  purposes  they  vote  together,  and  put  in 
the  tickets  at  the  same  window.  Here,  then,  some  would  be  entitled  to 
T«}te,  upon  merely  furnishing  evidence  that  they  have  paid  a  borouffh  tax, 
while  the  rest  of  the  township  would  have  to  furnish  evidence  of  having 
paid  another  tax.  Here,  then,  would  be  an  inequality  with  regard  to  the 
voters  in  the  same  township.  With  respect  to  the  poor,  road,  or  school 
tax»  they  did  not,  in  his  opinion,  extend  the  right  of  suffrage,  because, 
il  only  extended  it  to  those  already  provided  for  by  the  county  tax ;  for, 
no  one  was  liable  to  pay  poor,  road,  or  school  tax,  except  those  who  were 
liable  to  pay  a  county  tax.  Believing  then,  that  it  would  be  introducing  a 
matter  of  uncertainty  in  the  Constitution,  and  produce  inequalities  in  3ie 
qualications  of  electors,  he  should  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  was  in  favor  of  extending  the  right  of 
suffrage  to  every  one  who  contributes  to  the  support  of  the  Government ; 
andt  be  took  it,  that  the  principle  was  settled,  that  every  citizen  who  so 
contributed,  was  entitled  to  a  voice  in  the  administration  of  the  Govern* 
menu  The  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  county  had  enquired,  if  taxa- 
tion and  representation  was  to  go  together,  why  we  would  not  allow  aliens 
the  privilege  of  voting.  In  answer  to  this,  he  would  state,  that  the  reason 
wrliy  aliens  were  not  permited  to  vote  was,  that  they  have  not  abjured  their 
allegiance  to  the  foreign  Government,  from  which  they  came,  and  have 
not  sworn  to  support  this  Government ;  and,  the  tax  they  pay  is  paid  for 
the  protection  the  Government  affords  them  during  their  sojourn  among 
us.  This  was  the  reason  Uiis  right  was  not  extended  to  tliem,  which  was 
wAf  to  be  extended  to  our  own  cituMus,    His  idea  Uien  WMt  (ba4  whe^v 
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efer  %  tax  was  laid  on  persons  of  a  general  character,  to  carry  out  the 
iystem  of  Government  which  we  have  adopted  for  ourselves,  it  ought  to 
qiislify  for  voting,  and  therefore,  he  supposed  that  State  and  county  taxes 
were  the  kgitimate  and  proper  qualifications  for  a  voter.  He  thought  also, 
Ibal  the  payment  of  a  road  tax  ought  to  qualify  a  citizen  to  vote,  because 
ii  was  Anr  the  support  of  the  highways  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  went 
to  e«fy  OQl  our  system  of  Government.  The  payment  of  a  poor  tax  too, 
if  it  was  to  be  considered  as  a  general  matter,  ought  to  qualify  to  vote ; 
hot,  if  ii  wae  to  be  considered  a  mere  local  matter,  it  ought  not  to  extend 
the  qnaUfiomlion  further  than  for  persons  to  carry  out  those  particular  laws. 
80  with  borough  taxes,  they  ought  to  be  a  qualification  to  vote  for  borough 
ofieen«  but  be  could  not  consent  that  they  should  qualify  a  citizen  to  vote 
Ibr  State  or  county  officers.  He  thought,  however,  that  the  road  and 
poor  tax  ought  to  be  a  qualification  for  a  voter,  as  he  considered  them  to 
ki  public  taxes,  and  ihey  were  based  upon  the  county  tax,  and  if  they 
wtre  not  introduced,  it  might  happen  that  the  citizens  of  some  particular 
eouDty  might  be  entirely  disfranchised.  We  all  know  that  we  have  had 
but  very  little  of  the  State  tax  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution ; 
uid,  in  some  counties,  they  do  not  lay  a  county  tax  more  than  once  in 
Ivo  years.  In  one  county  of  the  State,  he  believed,  they  had  not  had  a 
eoonty  tax  for  fonr  years,  yet  they  had  a  road  tax,  and  a  State  tax,  and 
tba  eitiiens  conthbuted  in  this  way  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  and  the 
aopport  of  the  Government.  But,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  mere  circum- 
ifinr  of  having  a  State  tax  at  that  time,  the  citizens  of  the  county  of 
Pike  would  have  been  disfranchised,  under  the  present  Constitution.  He 
would  then,  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  a  difficulty  of  this  kind,  extend  it 
ts  the  road  tax  and  poor  tax,  but  not  to  the  borough  tax.  The  doctrine  of 
tuation  and  representation  was  a  republican  doctrine.  The  people  were 
sovereign,  but  no  man  ought  to  exercise  any  right  in  a  community  he  did 
net  assist  to  maintain.  £vcry  citizen,  however,  who  contributed  to  the 
support  of  the  community,  ought  to  he  entitled  to  vote.  If  then,  the 
amendsiettt  included  merely  road  and  poor  tax,  he  would  vote  for  it  cheer- 
fully :  but  he  disliked  it,  because  it  was  liable  to  he  construed  differently 
by  different  persons.  He  did  not  like  the  term  public  tax,  because,  in 
sue  part  of  the  State  it  might  have  one  constniction  placed  upon  it,  and 
ia  another  part  another  construction,  and  his  doctrine  was,  that  the  elec- 
tioiM  should  be  free  and  equal.  There  was  no  great  hardship  in  the  matter 
ef  a  person  having  to  pay  a  tax  to  get  a  vote.  .  These  taxes  are  generally 
from  ten  to  fifteen,  and  perhaps  twenty-five  cents,  and  he  did  not  think 
Aere  were  any  persons  who  could  not  raise  twenty-five  cents  once  in  two 
years  ;  therefore,  none  were  excluded  in  consequence  of  the  tax  qualifica- 
tion. It  was  in  vain  to  say  that  the  tax  qualification  excluded  any  persons 
who  bad  a  disposition  to  exercise  the  right  of  suffrage,  It  was  the  basis 
of  all  our  institutions,  that  taxation  and  representation  should  go  together. 
He  who  enjoyed  the  benefits  of  Government  should  contribute  to  its  sup- 
port, and  he  who  contributes  to  its  support,  is  en  tided  to  the  right  of  suf- 
iirage,  if  he  is  a  citizen.  This  was  the  only  doctrine  upon  which  we 
eoold  stand,  because  it  was  the  only  doctrine,  in  his  opinion,  founded  upon 
principle, 

Mr.  Batne  thoueht  he  should  be  in  favor  of  the  object  the  gentle- 
paq  bad  in  view,  u  it  waa  moie  de^nite  in  its  terms,  but  as  it  waai  he 
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thought  it  entirely  too  doubtful.  There  were  in  the  State  various  taxes,  and 
among  others,  there  were  taxes  paid  for  the  support  of  theological  institu- 
tions. There  were  several  corporations  in  the  State  of  this  description, 
and  they  were,  strictly  speaking,  of  a  public  character,  and  these  corpo- 
rations pay  a  yearly  tax  for  their  support.  Now,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  mover  of  this  proposition  to  connect 
church  and  State,  which  had  been  so  much  deprecated,  or  was  it  his  in- 
tention not  to  declare  these  institutions  public  institutions. 

Mr.  Earls  would  enquire  of  those  gentlemen,  in  this  Convention^  who 
opposed  this  amendment,  if  they  would,  in  case  they  were  inspectors  at 
an  election,  decide  that  any  individual  was  entitled  to  a  vote,  in  conse- 
quence of  having  paid  something  to  a  theological  institution,  or  a  turnpike 
corporation.  We  all  understand,  unless  it  is  those  who  raised  their  obieo- 
tions  to  this  amendment,  that  it  is  a  matter  of  no  doubt  or  difficulty.  But, 
he  had  risen  for  the  purpose  of  saying  a  word  in  favor  of  the  corporation 
in  which  he  resided,  hoping  that  they  might  be  granted  some  of  the  same 
privileges  proposed  to  be  confered  on  other  parts  of  the  State.  Grentlemen 
nave  said  that  road  taxes  are  public  taxes,  because  roads  are  public,  and 
persons  may  travel  over  them  from  all  parts  of  the  State.  Well,  corpora 
tion  taxes  were  equally  laid  for  public  purposes,  because  they  were  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  the  streets  in  order,  so  that  the  gentleman  from  North- 
ampton, and  all  omer  gentlemen,  may  ride  over  them  in  their  gigs  or  car- 
riages, without  being  subject  to  have  their  necks  broken.  He  was  anx- 
ious to  have  this  amendment  adopted,  because,  the  collectors  of  county 
taxes  were,  in  many  cases,  very  negligent,  and  persons  were,  by  this 
means,  deprived  of  a  vote.  He  had  known  of  many  cases,  where  the 
county  taxes  were  not  all  collected  for  two  years ;  and,  he  had  also  known 
of  cases,  where  persons  had  paid  their  corporation  tax,  and  laid  away 
their  receipts,  with  the  expectation  that  it  would  entitle  them  to  a  vote ; 
but,  when  they  came  forward  to  the  polls  with  their  receipt  they  found 
out  their  mistake.  Now,  he  considered  that  persons,  who  had  paid  their 
corporation  tax,  ought  to  be  entitled  to  vote,  and  he  hoped  the  amendment 
would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Forward  regret  d  that  his  friend  from  Indiana,  (Mr.  Clarkb)  had 
urged  the  mover  of  this  proposition  not  to  permit  any  modification  of  it  to 
be  made,  inasmuch  as  it  involved  a  principle  which,  he  considered,  ought 
to  be  adopted.  Now  the  difficulty,  which  he  (Mr.  F.)  had  in  relation  to 
it,  was  that  it  involved  a  principle  which  was,  to  him,  unintelligible.  He 
was  not  at  all  particular  as  to  the  words,  but  it  was  the  principle,  which 
was  unintelligible  to  him,  and  to  many  members  of  this  Convention.  In 
his  opinion,  the  language  of  the  amendment  was  most  indefinite,  and 
might  be  tortured  to  mean  many  things.  Let  gentlemen,  it  they  wish  to 
adopt  a  principle,  name  the  taxes  they  desire  to  qualify  to  vote,  and  then 
the  principle  will  be  intelligible.  If  there  was  no  modification  of  this 
sort,  then  he  hoped  that  those  who  were  in  search  of  a  principle  which 
would  be  intelligible,  would  vote  it  down.  If,  however,  gentlemen  would 
state  the  principle  they  wish  to  introduce,  and, put  it  in  explicit  terms, 
then  we  can  say  whether  we  will  adopt  it  or  not.  He  regarded  this  tax 
qualification  as  perfectly  useless,  unless  it  is  to  prevent  frauds  at  elections. 
What  was  five  or  ten  cents  as  a  qualification  for  a  voter  ?  It  was  a  mere 
fq^— *in  substance  it  is  worthless.    Whatever  it  might  have  been  consir 
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dcTcd  originally,  and  whatever  views  the  framera  of  the  constitution  took 
of  it«  H  is  now  li^itted  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  preventive  to  frand  and 
ineoovcnience.  and  a  mere  evidence  of  residence.  He  approved  of  resi- 
taioe  being  made  a  qnalification ;  that  is  the  only  qualifieation  he  would 
reqnnre.  and  that  was  the  only  virtue  in  this  whole  provision,  that  it  is  m 
test  of  residence.  This  principle  of  taxation  is  of  no  use,  further  than  it 
aoswen  to  prevent  fraud  at  elections.  It  is  a  mere  precaution,  used  to 
aeeenain  who  is  to  vote,  and  who  is  not;  and  to  ascertain  who  is  a  pauper, 
or  a  vagrant,  or  a  non-resident.  No  man  pretended  to  say  that  it  had  any 
paftiCTlar  use  beside  this ;  and  it  was  in  this  view  that  this  test  was  valua- 
ble. He  eonceived  that  there  were  reasons  unanswerable,  why  vagrants, 
papers,  and  convicts  should  not  vote.  Then,  you  must  have  a  test,  to 
aseertain  who  is  really  entitled  to  vote  under  the  constitution.  As  there  is 
a  dass,  which  most  persons  admit  ought  not  to  vote,  the  question  is,  what 
is  the  best  test  to  adopt,  so  that  you  may  not  be  imposed  on  at  your  elec- 
tioos  !  Will  any  reasonable  man  say  this  is  not  right?  Will  any  man 
mcy  some  means  ought  not  to  be  adopted,  by  which  a  discrimination  can 
be  Made  at  the  polls,  between  the  qualified  voters  and  the  vagrants,  paupers 
wd  fareigners.  You  are  liable  to  imposition  at  the  polls  every  day  now, 
■mI  are  yoo  going  to  cast  open  the  door  wider  ?  He  would  ask  the  friends 
if  diis  amendment,  if  they  were  presiding  at  an  election,  what  they  would 
lAe  as  evidence  that  a  man  has  paid  his  corporation  tax,  or  his  road  tax  ? 
He  shows  no  receipt,  has  no  dommentary  evidence,  and  no  man  can  prove 
itt  hcU  f  he  may  be  unknown  to  any  person  present.  Well,  the  ques- 
ieii  then  woold  be,  will  he  swear  he  has  paid  this  tax  ?  Swearing  is  the 
mdf  test ;  and  if  he  swears  he  is  qualified,  then  if  he  is  a  vagrant,  or  a 
villain,  he  will  swear  to  any  thing.  A  mere  tool  of  a  party  may  be  led 
op  to  the  polls,  half  drunk,  by  some  partizans,  and  he  cares  nothing  about 
m  oath,  and  by  this  means  obtain  a  vote,  when  many  conscientious, 
honest  men,  would  not  take  an  oath  on  so  trifling  an  occasion,  and  would 
thereby  be  deprived  of  their  vote  though  they  may  have  paid  their  tax. 
Then  you  are  opening  the  door,  to  vagiants  and  villains,  while  you  are  pla- 
cing restrictions  on  the  honest  voters.  The  only  mode  he  knew  of  by 
which  the  pufity  of  the  government  was  to  be  maintained,  was  by  a 
registry  of  tne  voters.  This  was  the  best  protection  for  the  pure  and  free 
exercise  of  the  right  of  suffrage.  It  might  be  possible  that  in  some  in- 
stances it  would  be  avoided,  and  fi^ud  would  creep  into  our  elections ;  but 
he  conceived  it  to  be  the  best  safeguard  against  corruption  which  we 
could  have.  We  have  heard,  frequently,  of  fraudulent  votes  being  ffiven 
in  some  districts,  and  he  presumed  it  was  not  to  be  doubted  that  fraud  was 
practiced  to  some  extent.  Suppose  then,  that  a  Governor  was  to  be  elec- 
ted by  one  hundred  majority,  and  one  thousand  of  these  fraudulent  votes, 
on  ^t  side,  would  not  the  sovereignty  of  the  state  be  insulted  by  such 
a  proceeding.  In  a  warmly  contested  election  where  most  fraudulent 
votes  woolo  be  given,  a  Governor  may  be  elected  by  fraudulent  votes, 
and  the  Senate  may  have  a  majority  of  one,  and  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives a  majority  of  one  on  the  same  side  with  the  Governor,  and  the  ma- 
jorities in  both  Houses  elected  by  fraudulent  voters.  He  would  put  it  to 
any  man,  whether  such  an  event  might,  not  happen  in  Pennsylvania. 
Here,  then,  would  be  the  whole  government  of  the  state  in  the  hands  of 
detaled  to  power  by  a  few  vagrants,  villains,  or  foreigners ;  and  the 
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eontequenoes  to  the  Commonwealth  might  be  ruinous  in  the  extreme*  It 
was  then  the  eolenm  duty  of  the  Convention  to  provide  euf&oient  guards 
againit  these  frauds.  It  was  his  opinion,  that  a  register  would  be  the  most 
practicable  mode  of  obtaining  an  evidence  of  residence ;  but  say  some 
flrntlemen,  a  man  may  forget  to  register  his  name,  or  it  may  be  troublesome 
lor  him  to  do  so.  How  is  it  that  the  right  of  suffrage  is  so  sacred  on  this 
floor*  and  out  of  doors  it  is  worth  nothing  ?  At  the  elections  there  are  hmi* 
dreds  in  every  county  whose  right  to  vote  is  undoubted,  who  do  not  go  1o 
the  election  at  all ;  and,  at  the  Presidential  elections,  one  half  of  our  dtt* 
sens  remain  at  home,  and  decline  exercising  this  precious  right  which  is 
above  all  price  here.  If  the  right  of  suffrage  be,  what  it  is  said  to  be, 
and  if  all  that  was  said  about  it  here  be  not  mere  words,  then  it  is  worth 
a  little  trouble  to  secure  it.  If  it  was  of  any  value  at  all,  was  it  too  modi 
to  say  to  a  man,  go  and  register  your  name,  and  you  will  be  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  it?  Here  you  merge  all  distinction  between  poor  and  rich ;  the 
poor  man  would  attend  to  it  Are  we  to  refrain  from  taking  precautions 
against  fraud,  from  securing  our  elections  from  corruption,  and  from  se» 
caring  the  hi^est  offices  in  our  government  from  usurpation,  because  it 
may  put  some  voters  to  a  little  inconvenience  ?  He  would  not  desist 
from  taking  these  precautionary  steps  because  some  man  might  by  bis 
own  neglect  lo^e  a  vote  by  it.  If  he  does  lose  his  vote,  it  is  his  own  fanlt^ 
and  not  the  friult  of  the  law.  If  the  right  of  suffrage  was  worth  any  thinr^ 
it  was  worth  paying  this  much  attention  to  it,  to  receive  it.  He  would 
not  agree  to  a  subversion  of  the  government,  because  of  the  inconvenience 
which  it  might  subject  a  few  persons  to  in  registering  their  names.  We 
should  come  at  once  to  the  registry  to  secure  the  government  and  the 
country,  from  fraud,  corruption,  and  usurpation.  A  contested  election  in 
this  country  for  an  Executive,  is  an  occurence  much  to  be  dreaded.  Sup^ 
pose  a  contested  election  of  this  kind,  when  both  parties  were  very  nearly 
balanced,  who  could  say  what  would  be  the  result?  Suppose  the  elec- 
tion of  a  President  of  the  United  States  to  be  contested,  and  a  party  in 
power  unwilling  to  give  up  the  reins  of  government,  with  all  the  powei 
and  patronage  which  is  at  the  command  of  that  Executive.  Congress 
would  be  assailed,  and  members  might  be  coerced  to  vote  in  a  certain 
way  by  the  executive  authority.  No  man  could  be  willing  to  have  a 
Constitutional  provision  subjecting  our  elections  to  such  frauds  and  cor- 
ruptions. You  must  shut  out  fraud  and  corruption,  so  that  the  people  of 
the  country  may  be  guarded  against  imposition,  or  the  government  will 
perish.  You  cannot  prevent  fraud  by  the  tax  qualification,  and  as  is  pro- 
posed, here,  the  more  you  open  the  door  the  more  danger  you  let  in.  He 
should  then  go  against  all  these  provisions  containing  the  tax  qualification! 
with  a  hope  that  we  might  yet  obtain  a  system  of  registry,  which  he  con- 
sidered a  much  better  safeguard  against  fraud. 

Mr.  Hayhurst  then  modified  his  amendment  to  read  as* follows;--- 
*'  And  free  male  citizens,  qualified  by  age  and  residence  aforesaid,  who 
shall,  within  two  years  next  before  the  elections,  have  paid  any  road, 
poor,  school,  or  municipal  corporation  tax,  assessed  by  virtue  of  any  law 
of  this  Commonwealth,  shall  also  be  entitled  to  exercise  the  right  of  an 
elector'*. 

Mr.  Bill  said,  his  objection  was  to  the  principle  contained  in  this 
amendment    It  had  been  said  by  gentlemen  on  this  floor,  that  the  right 
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if  ioAlige  vr^  an  inestimable  right,  and  so  it  is  felt  to  be  by  the  citizens  of 
Pen^^jrUa&ia-^not  only  by  the  rich,  hut  by  the  po^r  also.  The  poor  man 
vaava  a  in  his  heart's  core— yea,  in  his  heart  of  heiirts  ;  and  lie  feels, 
thai  dispenfing  with  the  tax  qualification  ;iltogether,  in  tead  of  incieasing 
the  Tsloe  of  this  right,  is  degriiding  it,  and  making  it  vl  le^s  \alue  to  him, 
l*he  tax  qualification,  instead  of  being  felt  by  the  poor  man  as  a  burthen, 
!•  held  in  high  estimation  by  him,  because  it  uives  him  the  means,  at  least 
onee  a  jear  of  meeting  liis  wealthy  opponent,  and  Faying  to  him,  *'I  am 
your  equal'*.  This  tax  qualification,  which  has  been  denounced  as  odious, 
ii  the  very  comer  stone  of  a  representative  democracy.  He  viewed  itutit 
as  an  evidence  of  lesidence,  or  an  evidence  of  citizenship,  but  as  an  evi- 
dence that  the  individual  feels  interested  in  the  welfare  of  the  community, 
lod  has  contributed  to  discharge  the  burthens  of  society.  What  were 
GoTeniments  formed  for  ?  Where  was  the  necessity  of  a  man's  yielding 
Qp  a  portion  of  his  natural  rights?  Why,  that  the  weak  and  the  timid 
night  be  protectedngainst  the  strong  and  the  nefarious.  If  ail  wen^  equally 
ttrong  and  equidly  cunning,  there  would  he  no  necessity  for  this.  But, 
thia  not  being  the  case.  Governments  are  formed  for  the  proteciion  of  all, 
lod  all  who  are  eptitled  to  protection,  are  under  obligations  to  contribute 
Id  the  support  of  the  Government,  and  those  who  contribute  should  be  en- 
tided  to  a  voire  in  that  Government.  Thus,  all  those  who  coniril)uie  to 
iIk  support  of  a  community,  should  be  entit'ed  to  a  voice  in  t!ie  legulalion 
if  the  affairs  of  that  community  ;  and,  he  should  *'njoy  ii  exactly  in  pn»- 
portion  to  the  extent  of  the  tax  he  has  pjid.  W.^  iiaVe  established  the 
lu  qualification  as  necessary  to  entitle*  a  citizen  to  vote,  bui  he  conceived 
that  it  was  not  iniended  that  a  per.<:on.  who  paid  a  lax  to  a  municipal  cor- 
poration, should  be  entitle.l  to  vote  f  >r  Stale  or  county  officers.  Ii  was 
right,  that  the  person  who  paid  a  county  tux  should  enjoy  tiie  right  of 
Toting  for  connty  o  Uct^rs,  an<l  it  was  equally  right,  thai  the  person  who 
paid  a  borough  or  tjwnship  tax  should  be  eniiiled  to  vote  for  borough  or 
township  ofiirers,  as  the  case  might  he.  But,  that  the  individual  who 
paid  a  township  tax  should  vote  for  an  otficer  who  was  to  represent  the 
vhole  county,  he  held  to  be  a  viola  itui  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
dgbt  of  suffiage  was  based.  If  you  adopt  this  principle  what  becomes  of 
your  equality.  IJe  did  not  now  speak  of  ihc  amount  of  the  tax  which 
any  individual  paid.  Every  one  was  on  an  equality  in  that  respect,  for 
every  one  paid  in  proportion  to  his  means.  But  it'  you  establish  this 
principle  you  at  once  destroy  every  thi>  g  like  equaliiy.  Some  persons 
vosld  be  compelled  to  pay  county  or  Slate  taxes  to  entitle  them  to  vote, 
while  others  would  be  entitled  to  vote  upon  merely  paying  a  township  or 
borough  tax.  The  ground  upon  which  he  placed  this  matter  was  this — 
that  the  right  of  voting  should  be  commensurate  with  the  character  of  the 
tax  paid.  He  woidd  allow  those  who  paid  a  township  tax  to  vote  for 
towoahip  officers,  and  he  who  paid  a  county  tax  he  would  allow  to  vote 
for  county  officers  ;  but,  he  would  not  permit  the  person  who  paid  a  town- 
ihip  tax  to  vote  for  county  officers.  Ther'?  appeared  to  be  a  morbid  feel- 
mg  in  the  Convention  on  this  subject,  and  an  ardent  desire  to  throw  aside 
every  thing  like  restraint  upon  the  right  of  suffrage.  Now,  he  wished  to 
Ke  aome  principle  adopted,  which  would  give  us  a  qualification  common 
to  aD,  and  easily  to  be  understood.  Upon  refering  to  the  Constitution  of 
Mtw  York,  he  found  that  although  they  generally  exacted  but  one  year's 
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residence  to  entide  a  citizen  to  vote ;  yet,  where  the  individual  claimi  to 
vote  upon  the  ground  of  having  served  in  the  militia,  or  worked  up<m  the 
roads,  it  is  required  of  him  that  he  shall  have  resided  three  years  in  the 
State,  and  six  months  in  the  county,  in  which  he  offers  to  vote.  If  gen- 
tle men  would  go  this  far  their  rmendment  might  be  more  accep- 
table, but  if  ihey  are  not  willing  to  do  so,  then  they  are  more  radical  than 
even  the  radical  representatives  of  the  State  of  New  York.  There  was 
no  reason  why  distinctions  should  be  made  between  citizens  of  ihe  same 
county ;  but,  if  you  adopt  this  amendment,  you  do  make  distinctions.-— 
Some  citizens  would  be  entitled  to  vote  upon  the  payment  of  one  kind  of 
tax,  while  others  would  have  to  pay  a  different  tax  to  entide  them  to  this 
right.  There  are  in  every  county  those  who  will  be  compelled  to  pay  e 
county  tax,  and  if  others  are  not  compelled  to  pay  this  tax,  theie  wiU  be  a 
disdnction,  which  will  destroy  all  equality.  There  had  already  been  an 
amendment  adopted,  calculated  to  make  disdnctions  between  voters, 
which  he  would  endeavor  to  get  rid  of  at  a  proper  time.  But,  here  we 
are  going  one  step  further  to  create  anarchy  and  confusion.  This  last 
amendment  proposed  contemplates  making  every  one  an  elector  who  has 
paid  a  tax  of  almost  any  descripdon— a  township  tax,  a  poor  tax,  a  muni- 
cipal borough  tax,  ^.  Now,  can  equality  of  rights  exist  where  there 
are  so  many  taxes,  the  payment  of  which  shall  qualify  to  vote.  In  some 
parts  of  the  Commonwealth  they  have  a  great  variety  of  taxes,  while  in 
other  parts  they  have  but  few.  In  the  city  of  Philadelphia  diey  have  a 
corporadon,  a  poor  tax,  a  water  tax,  and  he  did  not  know  how  many 
moi-e  taxes  of  this  character,  and  in  addidon  to  these  they  have  a  county 
tax.  Well,  in  that  city  one  man  will  have  a  right  to  vote  on  paying  a 
water  tax,  another  will  be  endded  to  vote  because  he  had  paid  his  corpo- 
ration tax,  and  another  would  have  the  right  to  vote  because  he  had  paid  a 
township  tax.  One  would  be  endded  to  vote  because  he  has  paid  one 
kind,  and  another  will  be  endded  to  vote  because  he  has  paid  another 
kind  of  tax.  In  some  boroughs  taxes  may  be  laid  for  some  special  pur- 
poses, and  under  this  provision,  all  those  who  pay  a  tax  of  this  kind  will 
be  entided  to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  suffrage.  Now,  all  this  he  con- 
sidered as  operating  unequally  and  unjusdy  upon  the  cidzens  of  the  Com- 
monwealth ;  and,  he  was  opposed  to  the  extension  of  the  right  of  suffrage 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  this  amendment.  It  would  be  recollected  by 
the  committee,  that  he  had  introduced  an  amendment  of  a  general  charac- 
ter, requiring  but  six  months  residence  to  endde  a  cidzen  to  exercise  the 
right  of  suffrage,  which  had  been  voted  down,  and  when  a  proper  time 
arrived  he  should  renew  that  modon,  but  he  could  not  now  go  for  this 
proposidon. 

If  the  terms  were  reduced,  as  required,  then  certainly  we  ought  not  16 
fritter  away  town  residences.  The  paltry  sum  of  two  cents  ought  not  to 
induce  us  to  insert  in  the  Consdtudon  a  new  principle— the  principle  of 
inequality. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  begged  to  nodce  what  had  fallen  from  the 
gendeman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell)  in'  reference  to  the  amendment  of 
me  gendeman  from  Columbia  (Mr.  Hayhurst.)  Hie  gentleman  had  argued 
that  it  would  operate  unequally.  Now,  his  argument  against  the  amend- 
ment might  have  more  weight,  if  all  the  taxes  were  not  excessively  une- 
quaL    A  man  who  is  poor,  may  pay  a  great  amount  of  taxes  to  the  Gen- 
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end  GoTemment,  in  the  shape  of  duties  on  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  yet 
be  deprived  from  voting  for  the  officers  of  the  General  Government,  while 
the  man  who  paid  a  tax  of  twenty-five  cents  to  an  assessor,  is  allowed  to 
vote.  This  tax  qualification,  in  every  respect,  was  unequal.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Chester  ought  to  cany  out  his  principle,  if  it  was  a  just  one, 
and  permit  a  man,  who  has  paid  a  State  tax,  to  vote  only  for  State  officers, 
and  one  who  has  paid  a  county  tax,  only  for  county  officers.  He  should 
vole  for  the  amendment  as  the  most  liberal,  although  he  was  opposed  to 
any  tax  qnalification. 

Mr.  HoPKiNsoN,  of  Philadelphta,  said,  that  he  would  simply  remind  the 
eommittee  of  a  great  leading  principle  which  had  been  frequently  avowed 
on  this  floor.  This  principle  was  a  determination  to  make  no  alteration 
in  the  Constitution,  without  good  and  substantial  reasons.  He  wished  to 
lemind  gentlemen  of  this  principle  in  reference  to  the  amendment  pending. 
Tlie  gentleman  from  Columbia  (Mr.  Hayhurst)  submited  a  proposition, 
and  slier  it  had  been  discussed  all  the  morning,  had  given  it  up,  and  sub- 
mited soother.  Now,  unless  it  could  be  shown  that  this  was  better  than 
the  other,  it  ought  not  to  be  entertained.  He  (Mr.  H.)  did  not  believe  it 
to  be  better.  He  had  freqenily  heard  it  said,  on  other  subjects,  that  the 
people  require  this  and  require  that.  But,  with  regard  to  the  subject  of 
the  gentlemans'  proposition,  he  had  not  heard  the  same  remark.  He  hoped 
ihat,  anless  gentlemen  had  such  reasons  as  would  induce  them  to  change 
didr  ofHoions,  they  would  adhere  to  their  declaration  to  support  no  amend- 
mtat  not  absolutely  called  for  by  public  opinion. 

Mr.  DiCKVT,  of  Beaver,  remarked,  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  tax  qua- 
Kifiessioa  altogether.  He  considered  that  every  man  had  the  right  to  vote 
who  WIS  a  citizen  of  the  State,  and  what  delegate  here  would  say  that  a 
eitizea  shall  not  vote  ?  He  would  vote  for  this  amendment,  not  because 
be  bked  it,  but  because  it  wns  more  liberal  than  the  State  and  county  tax 
qoalification,  and  extended  the  right  of  suffrage.  Under  the  State  and 
coonty  tax  qualification,  unless  trades  and  occupations  were  taxed,  a  large 
number  of  citizens  would  be  excluded  from  the  right  of  suffrage.  Some 
fatore  Legislature  might  so  alter  the  tax  laws  as  to  take  away  the  qualifi- 
cation. This  amendment  would  put  ii  out  of  the  power  of  after  times  to 
legislate  men  out  of  their  votes.  The  State  tax  was  repealed,  and  there 
was  no  State  tax.  He  trusted  that  the  day  was  not  far  distant  when  the 
inoome  of  the  Public  Works,  or  some  other  income,  might  be  so  great  as 
to  render  county  rates  and  levies  unnecessary.  Where  then,  he  would 
enqnire,  was  the  right  to  vote  ?  It  was  lost,  and  the  whole  people  of  the 
Commonwealth  were  excluded.  The  fact  was,  the  payment  of  a  tax  should 
not  be  the  test  at  the  polls.  The  right  of  suffrage  was  a  personal  right.—- 
A  man  should  vote  because  he  was  a  freeman.  He  (Mr.  D.)  would  vote 
for  this  amendment,  because  it  was  better  than  the  proposition  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Chester,  without  it.  It  extended  the  right  of  suffrage,  and 
he  should  therefore  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  M*DawfiLL ;  Is  it  intended  to  limit  this  privilege  to  the  county  in 
which  the  road,  poor,  and  school  tax,  is  paid  ? 

Mr.  BiiNKS,  of  Miffiin,  remarked,  that  he  did  not  agree  with  the  gentle- 
MO  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bcll)  that  this  amedment  went  too  far.  For  his 
pirt,  ha  eonld  not  set  bounds  to  the  right  of  suffrage,  and  do  justice  to  his 
Mkigi.    H#  99vM  nQ\  taxf  ia  r^Uli^n  to  this  righti  '*  (hm  far  thoq  pIi^  | 
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go  and  no  further".  He  did  not  believe  that  gentlemen  were  ready  to 
carry  out  the  principle,  and  deny  to  freemen  the  ric^ht  to  vote  for  State 
officers,  unless  they  have  paid  a  Slate  tax ;  for  county  officers, 
unless  they  have  paid  a  county  tax  ;  and  for  township  officem, 
unless  they  have  paid  a  township  tax.  As  it  was  admited  that  the  payment 
of  a  tax  was  only  evidence  of  citizenship,  should  a  man,  who  paid  n  eoi^ 
poration  or  any  other  tax  in  Philadelphia,  and  produced  his  certificate,  be 
debared  from  voting  if  he  should  remove  to  the  county  of  Erie  T  The 
fathers  of  the  revolution,  when  they  contended  that  taxation  and  repreaen* 
tation  should  go  together,  never  meant  to  exclude  representation,  if  there 
was  no  taxation.  They  only  determined  not  to  be  taxed,  unless  they 
should  be  represented.  They  never  me»nt  to  exclude  freemen  from  the 
exercise  of  personal  rights,  unless  they  were  first  taxed,  bhall,  then, 
those  who  have  strong  arms,  sound  heads,  and  warm  hearts-^who  are 
ready  to  defend  the  country  when  invaded,  be  excluded  from  the  polls  on 
any  pretence  ?  He  would  not  vote  to  deprive  any  man  of  his  right  of 
suffrage,  because  he  might  not  possess  any  thing  to  be  taxed.  All  taxes 
might  be  abolished  by  the  Legislature  ;  the  necessity  for  them  may  cease 
to  exist.  Will  you  say  to  those  who  have  fought  the  battles  of  the  coun- 
try— who  have  exposed  their  life  in  the  defence  of  freedom — who  have 
suffered  privations,  and  bled  for  the  preservation  of  our  institutions— you 
shall  have  no  voice  in  the  Government,  because  you  have  no  property  to 
be  taxed  !  It  is  a  monstrous  doctrine  in  a  free  State.  But  the  committee 
seemed  to  favor  some  sort  of  a  tax  qualification,  and  if  he  could  not  get  rid  of 
the  odious  principle  entirely,  he  would  go  as  far  as  he  could.  On  this  ground 
he  should  vote  for  the  amendment,  and  support  it  as  a  choice  of  evils.  Tax- 
ation of  every  sort  had,  in  all  ages  and  in  all  countries,  been  considered 
unequal  and  odious, and  peculiarly  so,  when  entirely  personal.  From  the 
taxing  in  the  time  of  Augustus,  at  the  commendement  of  the  Christian 
era.  to  the  present,  complaints  have  been  made,  and  reasonably.  It  drove 
the  people  te  resistance  in  the  lime  of  William  Tell,  of  S\f  ilzerland,  and 
in  he  time  of  the  stamp  tax  -s  and  the  tea  Uix  of  the  revolution.  It  was 
an  odious  basis  for  the  ri  rht  of  suffraire.  One  gentleman  remarked  the 
other  day,  on  this  floor,  thit  t  e  piym^snt  r)f  a  tax  was  *  an  evidence  of 
char.icter^'.  If  it  is  an  evid  nee  of  character,  then  a  man's  charaoter 
m.isthe  good  or  hal,  in  projmrtion  ii  the  am  )unt  of  his  tax.  The  roan 
who  pays  one  htmJreii  dollars  tax,  wuild  have  more  character  than  % 
member  of  this  Convention,  nr  a^y  other  person,  whose  tax  might  be 
only  a  few,  say  m  ce  its  !  Heaven  pres-^rve  us  all  from  such  an  evidence 
of  character— from  all  surh  evidences  of  character  as  have  money  or  pro- 
perty for  their  basis  Another  g'ntlemm  has  said,  that  an  upright  man  who 
ha.'!  paid  his  ttx,  wo  dd  he  degr.i.led  >y  voin;  at  the  p:dls  with  the  poor  m  in 
who  h'i?«  pii'J  no  tix!  Can  iliii  ^e  po3sible?  Can  it  >e,  that  the  in  m  whod  les 
not  own  vessels  at  se  i,  iron  works,  a  firm,  or  b  ink  and  oth  ^r  stocks,  hut  who 
is  willing  t'>  la'>  )r  oi  t'l  '■  lii^^'iwivs — v!io  has  n  >  money,  but  is  willing  to 
8;)ar2  a  poii )  i  of  his  tim  ',  w  linh  is  r.y\  lirs.l  1 1  s  i;>p  »ri  a  large  f.i.nily-^ 
is  he  t »  hs  d^bare  I  fr).n  vv»ii:iT,  biciu^.^  h3  is  p  »3r?  If  a  mm  Ciintribute^ 
his  pMporiiiin  to  the  sn  *p:)ri  or  omiort  of  the  p.ior,  dies  works  of  ne« 
c&)Stty  and  mer^ry,  perhaps  more  than  the  man  o\'  property,  is  he  not  as 
much  entitled  to  vote,  as  if  he  owned  thousands  ?  Certainly  :«^8  the  res- 
ponse of  every  manly  bosom.    If  oyery  man  in  the  Conveniion  shoaM 
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hsppen  to  become  poor  in  the  vicissitudes  of  fortune,  and  appear  on  the 
election  ground  without  having  paid  taxes  within  two  years,  what  would 
be  his  feelings  if  he  should  Jbe  told  that  he  could  not  vote,  because  he  had 
not  contributed  to  the  public  taxes  ?  He  had  not  so  learned  democracy. 
He  said  that  he  had  boen  instructed  to  cut  off  no  man's  vote,  who  was 
honest  and  faithful  to  the  Constitution,  and  he  would  not  vote  to  exclude 
any  man  from  the  ballot  boxes,  who  was  qualified  in  mind  and  body  for 
an  elector,  and  possessing  the  requisites  indicated  and  mentioned.  The 
principle  contended  against  them  is  taxation,  as  giving  the  right  to  vote  at 
elections  by  freemen,  and  he  was  opposed,  both  to  the  amendment  and 
the  amendment  to  the  amendment.  The  gentleman  from  Beaver  (Mr. 
DiCKEv)  has  taken  the  true  ground — that  is  to  go  for  the  amendment  or 
pfoposition,  which  extends  the  right  of  suffrage  on  tax  basis,  aa  the 
ehoioe  of  evils,  reserving  the  right  of  correcting  it  afterwards.  He  (Mr. 
B.)  would  therefore  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Co* 
Inibia,  (Mr.  Hayhitrst)  and  if  it  should  carry,  then  vote  against  the 
meadment  as  amended,  or  for  it,  as  he  might  think  most  advisable  for 
carrying  out  the  views  indicated  and  expressed  by  him.  In  conclusioot 
he  wished  not  to  be  understood  as  desiring,  that  persons  should  be  ex* 
enpted  from  the  payment  of  taxes  in  proportion  to  the  estates  or  property 
which  they  possessed ;  but  he  objected  to  any,  and,  all  propositions  which 
wooldt  in  any  event,  cause  the  honest  and  honomble  poor  man  to  lose  his 
light  to  vote  at  elections,  and  for  no  other  reason  than  **  because  he  had 
lot  paid  taxes".     His  motto  was, 

••  Where  tiberty  dwells,  there  is  ray  country". 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said,  that  the  gentleman  from  Mifflin, 
(Mr.  Banks)  and  himself,  would  not  be  found  to  differ  much  when  they 
understood  each  other.  He  (Mr.  P.)  had  said,  that  he  disliked  the  pro- 
perty qualification  as  much  as  the  gentleman  did.  And,  the  injustice  of 
it  wsis  never  better  illustrated  than  by  Dr.  Franklin's  story  of  the  citizen 
and  the  Jackass,  a  man  who  had  property  in  a  Jackass,  valued  at  /5, 
being  entitled  to  vote,  went  to  the  polls  and  gave  his  vote  accordingly.-— 
Bat,  before  the  next  election  the  ass  died,  and  the  man  presented  himself 
St  the  hustings*  intending  to  give  his  vote.  It  was,  however,  refused. — 
He  aske<l  for  what  reason  ?  The  reply  was,  because  at  the  last  election 
he  h^u  an  ass,  and  now  he  hail  not.  The  man  then  enquired,  which  had 
the  right  of  voting — he,  or  the  animal  ? 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment,  and  it  was  decided  in  the 
afflrmative— yeas,  55 ;  nays,  52 — as  follows  : 

YtAi — ^Mas4-f.  Banks  Brown,  of  Nurthantipt'^n,  Bro^n,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler, 
Claike«  of  Indiana,  CIcmvinger,  Cochran,  Cox,  Crain,  Cannina^Lam,  Curll,  Darrah, 
D.titij,  IK^y,  DoTAn,  EArle,Farrelly.  Flsmin^,  Foulkrod,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Grilmore, 
QrmmtLH^miags  Ifayhar4,  Helf&nstein,  Hvde,  Kennedy,  Lyons,  Magee,  Mann,  Mar« 
tin*  M^Cahen,  Me  riit  Miller,  Myer^  OvcrfiulJ,  Purvimc»,  Reigart,  Rj.id,  Riler,  Ritter, 
EogTis,  R»?er,  Setters,  ^hcotz.  Shellito,  CSmilii,  Smyth,  Sterigjrc,  Swetland,  Taggart, 
Weavier,  Woodward,  Young— 55. 

Nats— MetiDL  Agnew,  Ayres.  B  trnJolhr,  Barnitz,  Bayne,  Bell,  Biddle,  Bigelow, 
Brown,  of  Lincaner,  Chambers.  Chtindbr,  of  Chatter,  Chauiicay,  Clarke,  of  Beaver, 
Ctaik,  of  Diuphin,  Cnates,  Cope,  Cta\^,  Cixvn,  Cummin,  D/irlington,  Dtckerson, 
Bilfinger,  Forward,  Fry,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hcndernon,  of  Dauphin,  Hiestar, 

Kifiaoii,   Hoqpt,    i^aiti,  K<?rr,  Konigma^er,  Long,  Maday,  M'Call,  M*Dowell, 
mv,  Iffndiiiiv  Msiksl,  Hon^gomwy, ..  Pollock,  Porter,  ol  Lancastsr,  Psrttr,  of 
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Northampton,  Riiim1»  Saeger,  Soott,  Seltzer,  8U1,  Sniveiy,  Thomai.  Todd,  Sergeant, 

Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  as  amended, 
by  adding  thereto  the  words,  *'  and  shall  have  resided  there  for  ihirtv 
days  immediately  preceding  the  election**. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bell,  the  committee  rose,  and 

The  Convention  adjoarned  till  4  o'clock. 


MONDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 

THIRD  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole, 
on  the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union, 
to  amend  the  amendment  as  amended,  by  adding  to  the  end  thereof  the 
words  following,  viz :  **  And  shall  have  resided  there  for  thirty  days  im* 
mediately  preceding  the  election". 

Mr.  Merrill  rose  to  modify  the  amendment,  by  striking  out  the  word 
**  thirty",  and  leaving  it  blank.  Two  or  three  days  ago,  he  said,  he  had 
risen  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  importance  of  residence.  It  was  a  secu- 
rity against  fraudulent  voters.  He  had  hoped  that  some  gentleman  would 
have  taken  an  enlarged  view  of  the  subject ;  but,  as  no  one  had  done  so, 
he  would  now  say  a  few  words  in  reference  to  it.  The  greatest  danger 
to  be  apprehended  is  from  fraudulent  votes.  There  is  nothing  that  tends 
so  to  shake  confidence,  as  the  impression  that  fraudulent  votes  have  been 

Siven,  and  that  there  has  been  mismanagement  at  the  elections.  It  pro* 
uces  the  belief  that  the  Government  is  not  so  well  administered  as  it  ought 
to  be.  It  is  anti-republican.  Where  the  sovereignty  resides  in  the  people, 
it  particularly  behoves  them  to  be  cautious.  In  monarchies  there  is  caution 
enough  ;  and  the  people,  who  are  part  owners  in  the  sovereignty,  should 
be  equally  cautious.  It  should  be  believed,  that  all  our  institutions  are 
founded  in  purity ;  for,  if  the  impression  prevail  that  fraud  is  triumphantt 
the  contagion  of  fraud  will  be  felt  through  the  community ;  for,  what  can 
resist  fraud,  but  force  ?     Would  the  people  have  it  believed  that  they  are 

Svemed  by  those  who  have  no  right  to  govern?  It  is  important,  no 
ubt,  that  the  belief  should  prevail  that  a  majority  of  the  people  govern 
the  country.  Some  gentlemen  would  recollect  the  circumstances  of  the 
political  contest  of  1825.  In  the  election  of  a  President  of  the  United 
States,  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  vote  of  one  State  was  in  the 
hands  or  a  single  individual.  If  it  had,  at  that  time  been  believed,  thai 
the  vote  of  Illinojs  was  not  in  the  hands  of  a  representative  fairly  elected 
•—if  it  had  been  believed  that  his  election  was  fraudulen^-*that  it  was 
brought  about  by  fraud  in  the  election  itself— •what  course  would  public 
opinion  have  taken  ?  It  might  have  led  to  strife,  civil  war,  bloodshed,  iMid 
pertiaps  a  dissolution  of  the  Union.  There  may  be  great  opportunity  for 
the  perpetration  of  frau  j,  unless  the  proof  of  residence  is  required.  At 
to  the  length  of  time  required,  there  may  bo  diiference  of  opmioo,  He  bad 
Ihonght  tbirtjr  days  was  not  too  long.  There  ought  not  to  be  a  obanee 
ffrft  ^  trnfiof  Mie  Tofiir   I^nrge  eumi  wevo  flf9^tipiirt;r  l^^^ed  on  (hi 
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Gowmien^B  election,  in  pardcolar  districts.    They  who  hsTe  these  Isrfle 
mms  depending,  may  bring  in  voters,  and  maintain  them  in  the  district  for 
I  short  period,  in  order  to  obtain  votes  enough  to  enable  them  to  win  their 
money.    He  knew  there  were  some  who  said  this  could  not  be  prevented, 
b  it  so?    Do  gentlemen,  who  call  themselves  republicans,  when  they  say 
they  have  the  best  Government  in  the  world,  acknowledge  that  it  cannot 
be  maintained  without  fraud — without  introducing  false  votes?    This 
ebaige  has  been  made  against  us  in  foreign  countries,  that  our  Govern- 
ment is  led  by  demagogues,  and  ruled  by  fraudulent  voters.     He  trusted 
that  some  remedy  could  be  found  for  this  evil,  and  that  it  would  be  found 
and  applied.     Why  should  any  objection  be  made  ?    But,  it  is  said  that 
some  persons  may  lose  their  votes.     If  they  should,  the  number  will  be 
▼eiy  small,  and  they  should  not  complain  if  it  preserves  the  elections  from 
fraud.     Last  fall,  one  thousand  voters  in  Union  did  not  vote  at  the  gene- 
ral election— they  lost  their  votes  in  consequence  of  the  inconvenience  of 
leaving  their  business  in  seed  sowing.     They  did  not  complain  that  they 
kMt  their  votes,  and  demand  to  give  their  votes  on  another  day.     They 
■iffat  have  complained,  and  claimed  as  a  right  to  have  had  the  polls  kept 

a^n.  Did  tliey  ask  it  ?  Did  any  one  pretend  that  it  should  be  done  ?— 
o  one.  The  polls  ought  to  be  open  to  receive  every  lawful  vote,  then  if 
voters  do  not  attend,  you  cannot  coinpel  them.  It  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
ioBtitotions,  but  their  own.  Must  there  not  be  a  nile  of  universal  appli- 
cation. No  other  could  be  made  to  suit  all  districts.  Are  we  to  make 
plana  to  suit  the  convenience  of  individuals  ?  Our  business  is  to  make 
provisions,  which  will  enable  all  to  vote  who  choose  to  avail  themselves 
of  their  right  to  vote.  If  they  will  not,  they  must  remain  aloof  and 
submit,  as  did  the  forty  thousand  voters  who  did  not  vote  on  the  call  of 
the  Convention.  It  had  been  asserted  that  we  represent  these  forty  thou- 
sand ;  and,  so  every  man  who  does  not  vote  must  abide  by  the  result.—- 
Frequently,  elections  have  been  contested  by  those  who  have  no  right  to 
interfere.  Did  any  gentleman  desire  that  this  state  of  things  should  con- 
tinue. Ought  we  not  to  secure  the  interests  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania 
gainst  the  encroachments  of  persons  who  have  no  right  to  interfere  ?  He 
trusted  we  should  have  the  power  and  the  disposition  to  prevent  frauds 
of  this  character.  If  no  proposition  could  be  introduced  to  effect  that 
object,  he  would  go  for  the  old  Constitution.  He  would  move  to  fill  the 
Uank  in  the  section  with  the  word  "  thirty*'.  If  any  gentlemen  thought 
thirty  days  too  long  a  period,  they  could  submit  any  other  number.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  too  long.  The  time  ought  to  be  sufficiently  long  to 
prevent  persons  from  keeping  votes  in  pay  to  influence  the  polls.  It 
ought  to  be  long  enough  also  for  the  people  to  know  that  an  individual  is 
aetnally  a  resident.  Would  thirty  days  be  too  long  for  their  purposes  ? 
He  would  leave  it  to  the  committee  to  determine.  He  had  no  desire  to 
shut  out  any  legal  voteis.  He  would  have  the  polls  open  for  every  man 
who  has  a  right,  and,  let  those  who  would  not  go  to  the  elections  abide 
by  the  result. 

Mr.  PoRTiR,  of  Northampton,  moved  to  (ill  the  blank  with  the  words 
'•  one  day". 
Mr.  Clakkb,  of  Indiana,  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  word  '« ten**. 
Mr.  Maun,  of  Montgomery,  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  word 
••three". 
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Mr.  DABUMOToiTy  of  Chester,  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  woid 

Mr.  DicKBTt  of  Beaver,  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  word 
"  twenty". 

The  question  being:  put  on  filling  the  blank  with  the  word  **  sixty'*,  it 
was  decided  in  the  ne^tive. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  que** 
tion,  to  fill  tlie  blank  with  the  word  *^  thirty'%  and  they  were  ordered  ac^ 
coidingly. 

Mr.  M'Cahbn,  of  Philadelphia,  wished  some  further  protection,  so  that 
if  a  voter  was  preparing  to  move  out  of  the  district,  he  might  still  be  ea* 
titled  to  vote  somewhere. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  was  in  favor  of  some  length  of  time.  He 
thought  thirty  days  too  long,  and  had  moved  ten.  If  as  high  as  thirty 
should  be  fixed,  it  would  exclude  many  who  were  entitled. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  remarked,  that  he  was  in  favor  of  the 
longest  time.  The  greatest  inconvenience  from  fraudulent  voters  was  not 
felt  in  Indiana  county,  where  the  gentleman  resided,  but  in  Chester  and 
Lancaster,  and  Philadelphia,  where  other  than  legal  voters  were  usually 
brought  in.  As  his  motion  had  been  rejected,  he  would  vote  for  thirty 
days.  ^ 

Mr.  DicKST,  of  Beaver,  wished  for  a  reasonable  time,  but  he  thought 
thirty  days  was  too  long.  He  thought  twenty  days  a  reasonable  time* 
sufficient  for  the  residence  of  the  voter  to  be  known.  It  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  challenges.  He  would  prefer,  however,  to  avoid  aU 
thoee  difiiculties,  by  substituting  the  registry,  which  was  the  most  safe  and 
certain  mode. 

Mr.  RsiOART,  of  Lancaster,  said,  that  when  the  question  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Columbia  (Mr.  HATHrRsr)  was  taken,  he 
voted  in  the  afilrmative,  being  well  disposed  to  favor  a  more  extended 
right  of  suffrage.  Having  gone  thus  far,  he  was  on  the  point  of  offering 
an  amendment,  when  the  gentleman  from  Union  (Mr.  Merrill)  inter- 
posed his  proposition.  That  gentleman  was  actuated  by  the  same  motive 
as  himself,  to  prevent  the  perpetration  of  frauds.  What  had  he  proposed? 
"Was  there  any  thing  unreasonable  in  requiring  a  certain  residence  in  the 
district  T  He  cared  not  if  it  was  twenty  days,  or  sixty.  Any  one  who 
desired  to  enjoy  the  inestimable  privilege  of  the  right  of  suffrage,  ought 
to  have  been  long  enough  in  the  district  to  become  known,  and  to  have  it 
known  that  he  is  a  resident.  The  business  of  importing  voters  from  De- 
laware, New  York,  and  New  Jersey,  might,  at  this  moment,  be  going  on 
in  Philadelphia  county.  It  had  been  carried  on  to  a  great  extent ;  and,  ia 
saying  this,  he  made  no  charge  against  any  particular  party.  This  was 
an  important  provision,  and  it  would  do  more  to  cure  the  frauds  than  any 
thing  else  we  have  done  since  we  have  been  here.  It  completely  reachM 
the  case  and  protects  the  honest  voter.  He  hoped  the  time  would  be  fixed. 
at  thirty  days,  although  he  was  willing  to  go  for  twenty  or  thirty.  H# 
was  most  desirous  to  retain  the  principle.  If  this  was  not  done*-*if  the 
principle  was  not  preserved,  he  would  go  against  the  amendment  &• 
amended,  and  against  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  vote  to  preserve  the 
old  Constitution. 

Bfr.  BiLLy  of  Chester,  said,  the  doctrine  this  morning  which  prevailed* 
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wife  to  exteod  tlie  right  of  suffrage,  and  to  do  this,  many  gentlemen  whom 
he  Wis  eorprieed  to  see  so  voting,  voted  to  sustain  the  amendment  of  dii 

Si^tleman  from  Columhia  (Mr.  Hatburst.)'  He  had  the  misfortune  to 
tier  from  these  gentlemen :  he  thought  the  amendment  was  going  too 
far,  and  he  voted  against  it.  And  what  was  now  proposed  by  a  gentleman 
vfbo  voted  for  opening  the  door  to  such  a  liberal  extent  ?  We  have  the 
hardest  proposition,  a  restriction  which  will  operate  with  the  greatest 
•everity,  more  severely  than  any  proposition  which  had  ever  been  offered, 
and  more  so  than  the  old  Constitution  ,  and  why  ?  Because,  as  we  irt 
toldt  the  agents  to  carry  out  the  election  laws  are  unfaithful,  and  fraudu- 
Jenl  votes  are  received.  Theie  was  no  other  reason  offered.  If  a  party 
take  a  false  oath,  it  is  to  the  common  law  that  recourse  should  be  had.-— 
Bot  whence  are  these  frauds  in  the  importation  of  voters  ?  Whence  do 
they  eome?  It  was  not  in  Chester  that  such  things  occured.  There  the 
inapectors  and  judges  did  their  duty.  We  had  been  told  here  of  places 
where,  if  yoa  go  to  the  polls,  a  very  slight  examination  sufllces.  .  With 
na  there  is  a  severe  examination,  and  if  a  doubt  exists,  the  voter  is  con* 
fixmted  with  the  oldest  citizens.  The  judges  do  not  rely  on  the  oath  of 
the  party,  bat,  as  they  ought  to  do,  go  properly  to  the  officers  ;  and,  if 
they  find  perjury  has  been  committed,  it  is  not  unlikely  that  the  perjured 
individual  is  sent  to  the  penitentiary,  at  Easton,  as  had  been  the  case  with 
one  man  who  falsely  swore  that  he  had  paid  his  taxos.  If  the  inspectors 
and  jodgea  perform  their  duty,  and  carry  the  provisions  of  the  law  into 
efleet,  it  is  sufficient  to  prevent  frauds.  Would  any  one  tell  him  it  waS 
the  practice  any  where  to  import  voters,  and  that  these  voters  will  meet 
the  jndges  in  the  fare  of  truth  and  light,  and  swear  that  they  are  residents, 
when  they  are  not?  He  had  been  told  by  a  gentleman  from  one  of  the 
laavest  counties  in  the  State,  that  he  knew  no  instance  of  any  such  frauds, 
and  that  he  had  heard  of  no  in^itance  where  the  punishment  did  not  imme* 
diafely  follow.  If  any  frauds  had  been  commited,  they  were  so  few,  and 
produced  so  little  inconvenience,  and  were  always  followed  by  such  speedy 
detection  and  punishment,  that  they  were  scarcely  worth  being  refered  to 
here. , 

Mr.  PoKTSR,  of  Northampton,  said,  that  for  twenty-eight  years,  with 
the  exception  of  seven  or  eight,  he  had  been  an  active  politician.  For 
five  years,  or  more,  he  had  resided  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  was  as 
regnlariy  set  to  watch  one  of  the  windows  as  election  day  came.  After- 
wards, he  acted  as  a  judge  of  elections,  and  might  have  served  in  that 
capacity  some  ten  or  twelve  years,  and  he  could  safely  say  he  h»d  never 
known  an  instance  in  which  a  vote  was  fmuduh^ntly  given.  Sometimes, 
there  might  have  been  mistaken  judgments  in  reference  to  the  law  and  the 
facta,  but  frauds  he  had  known  none.  He  believed  these  fraudulent  prac- 
tices existed  more  in  imagination  than  in  fact.  He  would  speak  of  facta. 
We  ^said  Mr.  P.)  were  five  or  six  thousand  inhabitants  in  that  part  of 
the  city  near  New  Jersey,  where  we  were  as  liable  as  any  to  importations 
from  Jersey.  But  he  had  never  seen  an  instance  of  such.  He  had 
seisn  no  single  instance,  therefore,  his  own  experience  would  not  justify 
him  in  saying  there  were  fraudulent  practices. 

Hia  own  experience,  he  said,  did  not  justify  the  assertion,  th^t  there 
waa  firand  in  carrying  on  the  elections  in  Pennsylvania,  or  that  they  were 
taintad  widi  firand.    Every  eitizen  of  Pennsylvania  ought  to  have  the 


IM        PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

right  to  vote  somewhere.  Take  the  case  of  a  eitizen  of  Philadelphia  who 
resides  on  the  north  side  of  Chesnut  street .  Six  months  before  the  elec- 
tion, suppose  he  moves  across  the  street  into  another  ward.  Then,  ao* 
cording  to  the  anrendment,  he  could  not  vote,  although  he  would  be  eli- 
gible as  a  representative.  There  was  nothing  like  carrying  out  these 
Slings,  in  order  to  show  their  operation.  A  man  may  be  a  citizen  of 
Philadelphia,  and  have  lived  there  all  his  life,  and  yet  lose  his  vote  by 
removing  out  of  his  ward.  Could  that  be  right  ?  Every  citizen  was 
entitled  to  vote,  and  yet,  by  an  arbitrary  provision  of  this  kind,  you  may 
prevent  a  man  who  moves  across  a  county  line  from  voting.  Suppose  % 
man,  residing  in  the  Northern  Libertien,  removes  before  th  e  election 
across  the  street  to  the  Spring  Garden  district,  is  he  to  be  disfranchised 
for  removing  sixty  feet  ?  This  provision  would  do  injustice  to  hundreds 
of  respectable  citizens.  He  would  go  as  far  as  any  one  in  preventing 
frauds,  when  it  would  be  done  without  conflicting  with  the  rights  of  any 
one.  But  he  thought  that,  to  all  useful  purposes,  the  existing  provisions 
for  the  prevention  of  fraud  were  sufficient 

Mr.  Dickey  would  ffo,  he  said,  for  suppressing  these  frauds  which  were 
alleged  to  be  commited.  It  had  been  made  a  subject  of  complaint  that 
young  men,  in  Philadelphia,  were  in  the  habit  of  changing  their  residence 
from  one  district  or  ward  to  another,  before  the  election,  with  a  view  to 
carry  the  vote,  and  then  moving  back.  It  was  stated,  the  other  day,  that 
)he  result  of  the  election  in  the  third  congressional  district  depended  on 
the  number  of  voters  which  each  party  might  import  He  would  not  know- 
ingly, give  a  vote  which  would  countenance  an  abuse  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise ;  and,  he  had  no  idea  of  encouraging  the  practice  of  importing  voters, 
or  of  changing  a  residence  for  forty-eight  hours  for  the  purpose  of  voting. 
Therefore,  to  guard  against  the  very  chse  put  by  the  gentleman  from 
Northampton,  he  would  vote  in  favor  of  this  amendment;  and,  afterwards, 
he  would  vote  against  the  proposition  as  amended,  because  he  was  op- 
posed to  any  tax  qualification. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  was  sorry,  he  said,  that  the  city  and 
county  of  Philadelphia  were  brought  into  every  debate  here,  and,  generally, 
for  the  purpose  of  charging  upon  them  some  fraud.  As  to  all  the  frauds 
that  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  had  talked  about  they  were  the  creations 
of  some  idle  brain.  Come  from  whom  they  might,  there  was  no  founda- 
tion for  them.  But,  suppose  all  these  allegations  were  true,  would  the 
provision  of  thirty  days'  residence  prevent  the  inspectors  from  taking  any 
fraudulent  votes  ?  The  amendment  would  prevent  no  frauds,  if  they  ex- 
isted. After  all,  you  must  depend  upon  the  inspector  of  the  election.*— 
If  he  be  honest  he  will  take  no  fraudulent  votes  ;  if  not  he  will  only 
ask,  **  will  this  man  vote  on  our  side'*?  The  amendment  would  serve  no 
purpose  but  to  restrict  the  right  of  suffrage,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not 
be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HiESTER  was  in  favor  of  some  restriction  as  to  residence,  but  thirty 
days  was  too  long.  It  might  operate  to  the  prejudice  of  young  mechanics 
who  frequently  changed  their  place  of  residence.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
gentleman  from  the  county,  that  this  amendment  would  impose  any  restric- 
tion on  the  right  of  suffrage.  It  guarded  it  from  abuse.  He  would,  as 
far  as  possible,  accommodate  the  great  number  of  persons  who  cluuige 
their  residence  within  thirty  days  before  the  slectiony  m  this  State^  in  good 
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fiuth,  ind  for  employment ;  but,  no  general  law  could  be  made  which 
might  not  operate  against  some  individuals.  The  cases  alluded  to  by  the 
gentleman  from  Nonhampton  were  undoubtedly  very  hard.  Ten  days, 
he  thought,  would  serve  as  a  sufficient  guard  against  spurious  votes,  and 
wodd  produce  little  inconvenience. 

Mr.  Darungton  said,  that,  as  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Colombia  had  been  agreed  to,  which  allowed  any  man  to  vote,  who  had 
peid  a  borough,  school,  poor,  or  township  tax,  a  door  would  be  open  to 
ffreat  fraud,  unless  some  residence  was  required  in  the  district.  It  might  be 
in  the  power  of  any  corporation  to  assess  a  tax  at  one  cent,  on  the  eve  of  an 
impoTtent  election,  in  order  te  control  it  by  fraudulent  votes.  By  such  a  move- 
ment the  tax  qualification  can  be  avoided.  We  might  extend  the  right  of 
saflrage  as  much  as  we  pleased,  still  we  must  have  some  restrictions,  and 
some  certain  residence.  He  was  not  able  to  see  any  inconvenience  ari- 
sing from  this  restriction,  and  he  did  see  much  from  fraudulent  voting. 

Mr.  Cummin  said,  **  the  wicked  flee  when  no  man  p  irsueth,  but  the 
righteous  are  as  bold  as  a  lion*'.  He  was  not  afraid  of  any  fraudulent 
▼oles.  If  a  man,  who  has  lived  in  New  Jersey,  came  into  Pennsylvania 
^with  an  intention  to  reside  here,  he  ought  to  have  the  right  to  vote  in  one 
dmy,  because  he  is  an  inhabitant  of  the  United  States.  He  hoped  that 
gentlemen  would  not  be  afraid  to  let  any  freeman  vote,  and  he  was  sur- 
prised that  they  should  apprehend  any  ill  consequences  from  an  exercise 
of  the  right  of  suffrage,  in  this  State,  by  citizens  from  other  States.  How 
hmppencd  it  that,  from  freemen  of  the  same  stock  with  ourselves,  we  should 
apprehend  so  mnch  ?  A  citizen  of  one  State  was  a  citizen  of  all  the 
Ststes,  and  had  a  right,  under  the  Constitution,  to  exercise  the  rights  of 
citisenship  in  all  the  States.  No  such  fears  could  arise  in  any  mind, 
Qoless  from  a  consciousness  of  having  made  some  exertions  at  the  polls, 
which  were  neither  honest  nor  honorable.  He  was  sorrv  to  be  obliged  to 
make  these  remarks.  Let  us  now  take  the  vote,  and  see  who  are  opposed 
to  the  just  and  equal  rights  of  all  the  people,  and  are  afraid  to  trust  the 

EK>ple.  There  should  be  no  exceptions  in  granting  this  ri^^ht  of  suffrage. 
^erj  white  and  naturalized  citizen  ought  to  vote.  Why  should  we  talk 
aboot  alien  voters,  when  no  alien  can  be  naturalized  in  less  than  five 
years. 

Mr.  Forward  said,  those  opposed  to  this  qualification  ought  to  carry 
oot  their  principle,  and  say  that  every  man  from  Jersey,  or  elsewhere, 
any  citizen  of  the  United  States,  ought  to  have  the  right  of  voting  here 
the  very  first  day  he  comes  into  the  State.  He  was  perfectly  willing  that 
centlemen  should  have  all  the  advantage  of  this  position,  and  it  was  a  per^ 
fectly  fair  one.  All  those  who  think  that  persons  should  have  a  vote  the 
first  day  they  enter  the  State,  will,  of  course,  oppose  this  amendment.— 
He  did  not  wish  any  one  who  had  a  vote  to  lose  it ;  every  citizen  of  the 
State  ought  to  have  a  vote  somewhere.  He  would  not  object  to  a  provi- 
sion, allowing  every  citizen  to  vote  in  the  district  of  which  he  may  have 
been  a  resident  before  the  election.  His  only  object  was  to  guard  against 
sparious  and  illegal  votes.  He  wished  to  see  the  fountains  of  power  pr»> 
served  pure.  There  was  a  suspicion  among  the  people  that  tne  right  of 
fvffrage  was  not  sufficiently  guarded  from  abuse,  and  it  was  asserted  and 
admited  here,  that  the  elections  had  been  carried  by  fraud.  If  we  would 
give  the  jmUic  a  confidence  in  our  institutions,  we  must  preserve  the 
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Boarce  of  all  power  from  corruption,  and  place  the  elections  aboTe  ao^ 
suspicion  of  fraud.  There  should  be  some  way  of  detecting  spuriiros 
t6tes.  Some  residence,  twenty  or  thirty  days,  ought  to  be  insisted  iipoii» 
and  he  would  not  agree,  for  the  accommodation  of  an  individual,  to  h^ 
zard  the  interests  of  the  Commonwealth.  The  rights  and  interests  of  the 
public  were  always  to  be  prefered  to  individual  convenience.  Though  io 
iavor  of  this  amendment,  he  was  perfectly  willing  that  every  citizen  skould 
kave  the  right  of  voting  in  the  district  from  which  he  may  have  removed 
previous  to  the  election. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  required  by  Mr.  Forward,  and  nine- 
teen others,  the  question  was  taken  on  filling  the  blank  with  ^thirljr 
days",  and  decided  in  the  negative— yeas,  23 ;  nays,  83— -as  follows : 

Yba8— MeMors.  Biddle,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chaancey,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cndg,  Cnni, 
Darlhigtoii,  Dickeraoli,  Forward,  Ciearhart,  Henderson,  of  Daaphin,  Hopkinaon,  M'Call» 
M^berry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Miller,  fieigart,  Saeger,  Scott,  Seltaer,  ttergeant,  Preai' 

NiTa— Meana.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Banks,  BamdoIIar,  Bayne,  BeU,  Bigelow,  Brown,  of 
Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Chambers,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of 
Sbmphln,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Clearinger,  Coates,  Cox,  Crain,  Cummin,  Conningham, 
CM!,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dillinger,  Doran,  Donlop,  Earie,  Farretty,  FIrainf, 
Voolkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gitmore,  GieneU,  Hastings,  Hay  hurst,  Helfienalaiii, 
Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hiester,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  KonigmMher, 
Lo^t  Ljrons,  Maclay,  Magee,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Cahen,M'Dowell,  Merkel,  M<nitgomflry, 
Myer"«  Overfield,  PoUock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Punrianee, 
Bttor,  Rittpr,  Rogers,  Royer,  Russell,  Sellers,  Scheetz,  Shellitn,  Sill,  Smyth,  Snitdy. 
Slartgere,  Swetland,  Taggart,  lliomaa,  Todd,  Weaver,  White,  Woodward,  Tonng-^M, 

The  question  then  recured  on  the  motion  to  fill  the  blank  with  twenty 

'Mr.  Meredith  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  motion,  which  were 
<)|raered. 

Mr.  Dickey  said,  no  man  under  the  militia  law  was  called  upon  to  do 
^iltltary  duty,  until  he  had  resided  in  the  district  ten  days.  Then,  if  a 
ipan  was  not  called  upon  to  perform  <me  of  the  most  important  duties  re* 
aired  by  him  of  his  country,  until  he  ha5i  resided  in  the  district  ten  day^t 
ci'thonfrht  a  citizen  onyfht  to  be  required  to  reside  in  a  district  twenty 
ijB  before  he  shouM  give  his  vote  at  our  elections.  As  the  gentleman 
firom  Crawford  had  gone  for  a  long  residence  in  a  district  on  a  former  oc» 
^i6n»  he  hoped  he  would  now  go  with  him  for  this  twenty  days'  prin> 
WPle- 

Mr.  SHELLrro  said,  that  at  the  time  he  had  gone  for  a  long  residencet 
tib^re  was  bo  tax  qualification  asked  for,  which  made  a  materia  difference 
1f^  him. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  considered  twenty  d^ys  too  long  a  time  to 
Xt^i^e  in  a  district  before  an  election.  The  Legislature  had  passed  a  ttW 
Iff  which  a  man  could  not  be  called  upon  to  do  military  duty,  until  he  haq 
n^ided  in  the  district  ten  days,  and  he  thought  this  a  sufficient  time  to 
require  a  citizen  to  reside  in  n  district  before  an  election.  GeiUlemen  had 
fiaid  a  gre-it  deal  about  democracy,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  but  he 
thoiight  It  had  little  to  do  with  this  m  itter.  He  would  go  for  the  broadest 
prihcipte  he  could  get,  but  at  the  same  ume,  he  was  for  guarding  our  el6c* 
lions  against  fraud.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  requires  a 
foreigner  to  reside  here  for  five  years  before  he  can  become  ft  citizen,  and 
W^ff  by  our  Consfitution,  require  an  inhabitant  of  another  Stiate  to  reside 
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liere  two  yean  before  he  is  entitled  to  vote ;  and  all  this  is  done  for  the 
pforpose  of  keeping  our  elections  pure.  Now,  he  should  go  for  this  ten 
days'  residence,  and  he  did  not  think  there  was  any  democracy  involved 
in  \U  He  woald,  at  the  same  time,  go  for  taking  away  the  tax  qualifica- 
tion, hot  he  wanted  some  evidence  of  residence.  We  all  know  that 
through  the  country,  people  move  on  the  first  of  April,  but  it  might  be 
that  in  towns  and  cities,  persons  may  take  houses  for  six  months,  and 
move  again  on  Uie  first  of  October,  which  would  give  those  persons  a 
residence  of  ten  days  fiom  the  first  of  October  to  the  day  of  election,  when 
twenty  days  would  cut  them  off.  Besides,  there  were  a  great  many 
persons  engaged  on  our  public  works,  and  young  mechanics,  who  were  tra- 
Telling  from  one  place  to  another,  who  would  be  cut  off  by  requiring  twenty 
days*  residence,  instead  of  ten.  He  thought,  in  every  point  of  view  in 
which  he  could  look  at  the  matter,  that  ten  days  was  the  most  proper 
time  to  adopt. 

Mr.  Darlington  knew  of  one  case  in  which  this  amendment  would 
hare  operated  most  judiciously,  and  he  had  no  doubt,  there  were  many 
such  cases  throughout  the  country.  The  case  alluded  to  occured  in  his 
own  town,  at  a  recent  election.  An  individual  came  into  town  on  the  day 
before  the  election,  who  might  appropriately  have  been  set  down  as  one 
of  Che  wandering  Arabs,  alluded  to  the  other  day,  by  the  gentleman  from 
lisncasten  He  slept  in  the  market  house  that  night,  ana  to  all  appear- 
ances was  a  drunken  vagabond,  yet,  he  presented  himself  at  the  polls  and 
dalmed  the  right  to  vote,  and  the  election  officers  permited  him  to  vote 
upon  the  ground  that  he  could  vote  no  where  else,  and  consequently  he 
must  be  entided  to  vote  in  our  county.  If  we  had  had  a  provision  in  the 
CoDstitotjon  requiring  ten  days*  residence,  this  person  would  have  been 
pierented  from  voting,  and  certainly  he  ought  to  have  been  prevented. 

Mr.  Atres  was  in  favor  of  a  residence  of  some  length  of  time,  but  he 
considered  twenty  days  too  long.  He  had  frequently  been  called  upon  at 
elections  to  give  his  opinion  where  objertions  were  raised  to  a  citizen's 
right  lo  vote,  because  he  had  not  resided  a  sufficient  length  of  time  in  the 
district,  and  he  had  generally  found  that  persons  had  taken  up  the  idea, 
that  because  they  were  not  called  upon  to  do  militia  duty  until  they  have 
resided  In  the  Slate  ten  days,  that  they  are  not  entitled  to  vote  until  they 
have  resided  that  length  of  time.  This  had  been  adopted  as  a  kind  of 
eqaitshle  rule.  The  gentleman  from  Beaver  was  correct  in  saying,  that 
QuGtia  men  were  not  permited  to  be  called  upon  to  do  military  duty  until 
they  had  resided  in  the  district  ten  days  ;  and  in  his  opinion  this  was  a 
strong  reason  why  we  should  adopt  the  same  length  of  time  to  entitle  to 
the  exercise  of  the  right  of  suffrage  ;  but  twenty  or  thirty  days  he  took  to 
be  too  long.  Many  persons  were  und  ;r  the  impression  that  they  were 
sot  entitl^  to  vote  until  they  are  subject  to  he  called  upon  to  do  militia 
duty,  and  there  appeared  to  be  something  of  an  analogy  between  the  two 
eases,  that  a  man  should  b?  entitled  to  vote  at  the  same  time  that  he 
would  be  called  upon  to  perform  militia  duty.  He  had  merely  risen  to 
iiate*  that  he  was  in  favor  of  a  lesidence  of  some  .length  of  time,  in  the 
district  in  which  the  citizen  was  to  vote,  and  he  thought  ten  days  the 
Bott  proper  time  which  we  could  adopt. 

The  question  was  then  t^cn  on  the  motion  tp  fill  the  blank  witl) 
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twenty  dajrs,  and  decided  in  the  negative— yeas,  40;   nays,  07;  at 
follows : 

YiAi. — Me«T8.  Agnew,  Barndollar,  Bayne^  Biddle,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Channel, 
Coatee,  Cochran,  Cope,  Craig,  Cram,  Darlington,  Dickey,  Dickerson,  Forwani,  Geathart, 
Henderaon,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkinison,  Houpt,  Jenka,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Long,  Lyona* 
M'Call,  M'Sherry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Merkel,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Pollock,  Porter,  of 
Lancaater,  Reigart,  Royer,  Saeger,  Scott,  Seltzer,  Thomas,  Sergeant,  PreHdent — 40. 

NiTa. — ^Meaara.  Ayrpa,  Banks,  Bell,  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of 
Philadelphia,  Butler,  Chamhera,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  In- 
diana, Cleavinger,  Cox,  Cratn,  Camming,  Cunningham,  Carll,  Darrah,  Denny, 
DiUinger,  Doran,  Donlop,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gmmbte, 
Oilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  Helfienstein,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hiealer, 
Hyde,  Kennedy,  Maday,  Magee,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Cahen,  M'Dowell,  Myers,  Overfield, 
Porter,  of  Northampton,  Parviance,  Riter,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Russell,  Sellers,  Scheetx, 
Shellito,  Sill,  Smith,  Smyth,  Snively,  Sterigere,  Swetland,  Taggart,  Todd,  Wearer, 
White,  Woodward,  Young— 67. 

So  the  question  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  question  then  recurred  on  filling  the  blank  with  ten  days. 

Mr.  Mann  hoped  this  motion  would  not  prevail.  He  was  opposed  to 
filling  the  blank  with  ten  days,  or  any  other  number  above  three,  if  any 
time  at  all  was  necessary.  It  was  most  certainly  a  restriction  upon  the 
right  of  suffrage,  and  this  argument  got  up,  of  an  analogy  between  this 
and  the  provision,  declaring,  that  no  one  should  be  called  upon  to  perform 
militia  duty,  until  he  had  resided  ten  days  in  the  district,  was  utterly  falla- 
cious. There  was  no  analogy  between  the  cases  at  all.  We  have  a  mat 
many  young  men,  day  laborers  and  mechanics,  on  whom  this  provision 
would  operate  extremely  hard.  If  a  young  man  passes  from  one  district 
to  another  within  three  or  four  days  of  the  election,  although  he  may  be  as 
capable  of  exercising  the  right  of  an  elector,  and  as  competent  to  judge  of 
the  candidates  as  any  man  in  the  district,  he  is  deprived  of  his  vote.  He 
hoped  this  amendment  might  be  rejected,  and  that  no  number  would  be 
inserted  exceeding  three  days. 

Mr.  PuRviANCE  rose  for  the  purpose  of  appealing  to  reformers,  and  aak- 
inff  them  whether  it  was  their  intention  to  impose  restrictions  on  the  right 
of  sufiTrage,  instead  of  enlarging  and  extending  it.  It  did  appear  to  him 
that  this  amendment  imposed  restrictions,  such  as  had  never  been  called 
for  by  the  people,  and  was  not  desired  by  them.     We  have  heard  from 

Sintlemen  here,  who  appear  to  know  the  will  of  their  constituents,  that 
ose  constituents  have  made  no  complaint  with  regard  to  this  provision  in 
the  Constitution.  If  this  was  the  case,  he  would  ask  those  gentlement 
whether  they  were  going  to  impose  additional  restrictions  on  the  right  Ot 
suffrage.  We  have  already  adopted  an  amendment  by  which  we  require 
a  residence  of  one  year  before  a  person  is  entitled  to  vote ;  and  further,  we 
have  confined  the  voters  within  their  own  counties,  and  now  gentlemen 
ask  us  to  go  further,  and  impose  a  restriction  of  ten  days  on  voters  moving 
from  one  election  district  to  another.  He,  therefore,  hoped  that  the  friends 
of  reform  would  not  support  any  measure  tending  to  place  restrictions  on 
the  right  of  suffrage,  which  have  not  been  called  for  by  the  people. 

Mr.  Farrelly,  of  Crawford,  said  the  effect  of  the  amendment  would 
be  to  entitle  a  casual  visitor,  who  may  reside  in  the  county  or  borough  tea 
days,  and  not  intending  to  remain  there  a  day  longer,  to  a  vote.  This 
pfOTisioii  woid4  (^pcin  t^e  door  to  unjust  Toters,  while  it  restricted  jus| 
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He  tiiought  we  had  bettor  adhere  to  the  old  Gonstitatioa  in  this 
particular. 

Ml.  HABnr,  of  Montgomery,  presumed  that  the  gentleman  from  Craw- 
ford was  mistaken.    Gentlemen  travelUng  do  not  gain  a  residence  at  all. 

Mr.  Heistir,  of  Lancaster,  said  that  an  amendment  had  already  been 
incorporated  in  the  Constitution,  proyiding  that  no  man  shall  vote  unless 
he  aetoally  resides  in  the  place  where  the  election  is  held.  People  in  the 
city  of  Philadelphia,  as  was  well  known,  generally  remove  on  the  first  of 
October.  This  restriction,  then,  of  ten  clays'  residence,  which  he  would 
▼ole  for,  would  give  an  opportunity  to  those  who  removed  into  other  dis- 
tiicte,  of  becoming  known  by  the  third  Tuesday  in  October,  when  the  elec- 
tion takes  place.  The  gentleman  from  Butler  (Mr.  Purviance)  had  said 
thai  he  did  not  know  that  the  people  required  any  restriction  of  this  sort. 
He  (Mr.  H.)  knew  that  in  his  own  neighborhood,  great  complaints  had 
beeo  made,  and  that  they  desire  this  restriction ;  for,  in  some  places,  men 
are  mllowed  to  vote  who  have  no  residence.  He  regarded  it  as  very  im* 
portant  to  fix  a  definite  period  for  a  residence.  He,  therefore,  trusted  that 
ibe  amendment  would  prevail. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in'the  affirmative— yeas,  59 ; 
nqret  48 — »  follows  : 

YsAS.* — Mewi.  Crum,  Cunningham,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dickeraon,  For* 
ttmd,  Hcndenoo,  of  Allegheny,  Henderson*  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Hopkinson,  Houpt, 
Twirs.  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Long,  Lyons,  Maclay,  M'Call,  M'Sherry ,  Meredith, 
MuiiH,  Merkcl,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lencaster,  Reigart,  Royer,  8ae- 
fB,  fleott,  SelCxrr,  Shellito,  Sill,  Snively,  Swetland,  Thomas,  Todd,  Woodward,  Ser- 
flMrt,  Rremdeni-^69. 

Nats — Mman.  Bell,  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  But- 
lv«  Cbmnger.  Cmnmin,  Cnrll,  Darrah,  DilUnger,  Doran,  Duiilop,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Flem- 
i^,  Foolkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  G  imble,  Gearhart,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhumt, 
Hctfeiwicinv  Hyde,  Magee,Mann.  Martin,  M'Cahen,  M'Dowell,  Myers,  Overfield,  Porter, 
of  NovthampCon,  Purrianee,  Riter,  Ritte  ,  Rogers,  Russell,  Sellers,  ^heetz.  Smith,  Smyth, 
Bierigcre,  Taggart,  Weaver,  White,  Young — 48. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Merrill,  as 
amended ;  which  was  agreed  to. 

A  division  being  demanded,  there  appeared  ayes,  61 ;  noes,  41. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Bell,  as 
amended: 

Mr.  Woodward,  of  Luzerne,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  Dvfoxif,  of  Franklin,  moved  that  the  committee  rise,  and  after- 
wards withdrew  the  motion. 

Mr.  Sterigerr,  of  Montgomery,  remarked,  that  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Union,  (Mr.  Merrill)  had  deprived  that  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Columbia  (Mr.  Hayhurst)  of  all  its  advantages.  The  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Union  would  take  away  more  votes  than  it 
would  give.  He  would  ask  for  a  division  of  the  proposition,  so  as  to  take 
a  vote  on  eaeh  branch. 

The  Chair  decided,  that  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  the  ques- 
tion was  not  divisible. 

Mr.  Stbriobre  replied,  that  he  had  known  divisions  to  be  made  on 
«ieDdments,  bke  these,  involving  different  pxinciples.  Having  asserted 
a  priiidple»  he  proposed  to  say  something  in  favor  of  it. 
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The  CmatL :  If  th^  fentlettiui  appeals  ht  may,  and  proeMd  with  kifii 
remarks,  but  not  without. 

lK{r.  ^TJBKiG,titB  said^  he  would  move  that  the  question  be  taken  on  the 
amendment  before  the  Chair,  divided  in  the  way  he  had  ahreiidy  pro- 
posed. 

The  Cbair  has  decided  that  the  gentleman  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  DtnvLOP,  of  Franklin,  moved  that  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  Daelinoton,  of  Chester :  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  persist  ilk 
his  motion. 

Mr.  DuKLOP  persisted. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  amendment,  it  was  negatived. 

Mr.  DicKBT,  of  Beaver,  said  he  would  vote  against  the  amendment  Us 
amended,  because  it  contained  the  tax  qualification. 

Mr.  Rbad,  of  Susquehanna,  asked  if  it  would  be  in  order  to  renew  th^ 
motion  to  amend  which  he  made  some  days  ago,  to  allow  all  to  vote, 
except  drunkards,  lunatics,  &c.  ? 

The  Chair  said  it  would  not,  and  the  Chair  had  so  decided  before. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  asked  if  it  would  be  in  order  to  hurrah  for  the  old  Cohsti- 
tuiion  ? 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  hoped  that  the  amendment  would  be  some- 
what modified,  and  then  on  second  reading  he  would  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  M'Cahbn,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  he  hoped  the  friends  of  reforija 
would  be  convinced  by  the  vote  upon  this  question,  that  nothing  was  to 
be  gained  by  joining  with  those  who  were  opposed  to  any  reform ;  and,  if 
they  intended  to  carry  alterations,  let  them  act  with  each  other. 

Mr.  Darlington  protested  against  making  appeals  of  that  sort.  How- 
ever, as  the  friends  of  reform  were  again  called  to  the  rally,  he  would  say 
to  the  friends  of  judicious  reform,  that  he  hoped  they  would  hold  on  to 
this  amendment,  until  they  could  get  something  better. 

Mr.  M'Cahen  replied,  that  the  gentleman  need  not  undertake  to  chide 
him,  as  he  had  fallen  into  the  same  error  himself.  He  had  appealed  to 
hii  own  party  to  stand  by  his  amendment. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in  the  negative— yeas,  54  ; 
nays,  55-— as  foUows  : 

Tbai — ^Messn.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Banks,  Barndollar,  Bayne,  Biddle,  Brown,  of  Nor^i- 
•mpton,  Cbambera.  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  psn- 
phin,  Coatea,  Codiran,  Cope,  Craig,  Crain,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Forwaid, 
Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Hopkinson^^oupt,  Jenks, 
Kerr,  Konigmaeher,  Long,  Lyons,  Maclay,  M'Call,  M'Sherry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Merlwly 
Moatgomery,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Reigart,  Royer,  Russell,  Saeger,  Sooft, 
Saltier,  Sill,  Snively,  Swetland,  Thomas,  Todd,  Woodward,  Yoang,  Sergeant,  Prdi' 
deni — 54. 

Nats— Messrs.  BeD,  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Claike,  of  Indiaiu, 
Cleavioger,  Cos,  Cmm,  Cununin,  Cunningham,  Corll,  Darrah,  Dickey,  DilBxjgsrf 
Donin,  Dimlop,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  GeaiAflit, 
Gilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  Heifienslein,  Hyde,  KeuMdy,  Magee^  M||I9» 
Martin,  M'Cahen,  M'Dowetl,  MUler,  Myers,  Qverfield,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  P^ 
▼isttes.  Read,  Riter,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Sellers,  Scheetz,  SheUito,  Smith,  Smyth,  flkari- 
gere,  Stickel,  Taggart,  Wieaver,  White — 55. 

Mr.  BktowN,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  to  amend  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee, by  striking  from  the  second  line  the  words  **  one  year",  and  itukriaif^ 
in  lieu  thereof  the  Words  «*  six  months", 
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Mr.  Posm,  of  Northampton,  moved  that  the  committee  me, 
wae  decided  in  the  ^nnative— ayes  60.  __ 

The  committee  then  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  lea?»  to  sit 
agm,  and 

The  ConTention  adjourned. 


TUESDAY,  June  27,  1887. 

Mr.  Sellxss,  of  Montgomery,  presented  a  memorial  of  citizens  of 
Montgomery  county,  praying  for  Constitutional  restrictions  in  relation  to 
Banks,  which  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Montgomery,  of  Mercer,  submited  the  following  resolution,  which 
was  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  : 

WaaaxAS,  a  respectable  namber  of  this  GonTention  appear  to  be  opposed  to  any 
ifndmunt  or  aHeratton  in  the  Constitution,  and  as  it  is  ancertain  whether  a  majority  of 
the  CoDveDtion  are  not  of  that  opinion,  and  as  it  would  be  a  uselera  waste  of  time  and 
BSfuj  Cor  this  Convention  to  continue  any  longer  in  set»sion,  if  it  is  found  that  a  majo- 
vtj  are  opposed  to  mfdiing  any  alteration  in  the  Constitution ;  and  as  a  further  evidence 
tfiat  there  is  a  strong  opposition  to  any  alteration,  we  have  only  to  refer  to  the  vote  of 
TfUnday,  to  find  that  a  majority  cannot  agree  on  amendments,  as  we  have  negatived  all 
Aat  we  have  done  from  the  19th  instant  up  to  the  present  moment:  l^hereline,  in 
Oder  to  ascTtain  the  sense  of  the  Convention  on  that  subject.  Resolved^  That  this  Con- 
vaition  will,  on  Thursday  next,  resolve  itsilf  into  a  committee  of  the  whole,  to  take  into 
esonderatioD  whether  it  is  expedient  or  proper  to  make  any  alteration  or  amendment  in 
tht  Cooititoticm ;  and  that  the  question  be  decided  by  yeas  and  najs,  and  that  no  mem- 
Wr  ihsil  be  permitted  to  speak  more  than  once,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  coin- 


Mr.  Cope,  from  the  committee  on  accounts,  presented  a  resolution, 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Sterioere,  of  Montgomery,  rose  to  submit  a  proposition.  It 
appeared  to  him,  that  the  course  pursued  by  the  committee  during  the 
Ittt  few  days,  proved  that  no  further  benefit  could  be  reasonably  expected 
fnmi  discussion.  He  thought  any  further  consideration  or  discussion  of 
the  third  article,  in  committee  of  the  whole,  would  be  a  mere  waste  of 
tine,  and  he  therefore  moved  the  following  order.  **  Ordered^  That  the 
committee  of  the  whole  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  third  article. 

Mr.  DicKBT,  of  Beaver,  expressed  his  hope,  that  the  committee  would 
not  be  discharged,  though  the  vote  yesterday,  rejecting  the  amendment, 
was  unexpected,  he  thought  it  would  be  as  well  to  go  on.  If  the  com- 
mittee should  be  discharged,  we  should  have  to  take  the  article  up  again. 

Mr.  Sterioere  said,  his  reasons  weie  simply  these.  The  result  of  the 
laet  weeks  proceedings  must  have  satisfied  us  that  we  may  lose  another 
week  on  the  same  discussion.  All  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  discussion 
in  committee  of  the  whole  have  been  obtained,  and  he  asked  to  discharge 
the  eommttee  entirely,  and  to  proceed  to  other  subjects. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  said,  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  was 
■uatftken  about  all  the  benefits  of  discussion  having  been  obtained.    My 
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b»  decided  without  maeh  debate.  There  had  been  a  great  deal  of  diseua* 
iioDt  and  it  had  not  been  without  instruction.  He  would  submit  hii 
amendment  without  debate,  and  if  other  gentlemen  would  do  the  same* 
there  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not  get  through  the  article  in  eon* 
ndttee  of  the  whole  to^ay. 

Mr.  HissTSR,  of  Lancastei,  was  at  first  in  favor  of  the  propositton* 
beeause  he  was  sick  of  the  idea  of  going  tlirough  the  whole  busineif 
again.  But,  on  reflection,  he  had  changed  his  opinion.  The  whole  dis- 
eoasion  is  now  fresh  in  out  minds,  and,  if  we  can  take  the  questions 
without  debate,  we  can  speedily  ^et  through.  It  may  be  next  spring 
before  we  can  get  through,  if  tlie  committee  should  now  be  dischaigecL 
We  may  call  the  previous  question,  if  we  become  weary  of  the  debate.^ . 
Perhaps,  in  the  course  of  to-day,  we  may  agree  on  something. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  was  also  opposed  to  discharging  theeom- 
aaittee,  although  he  was  not  unwilling  to  suspend,  for  a  few  days,  the 
•etion  on  this  article.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that  we  should  have 
rnnch  discussion.  He  hoped  there  would  be  found  a  disposition  in  gen- 
denen  to  yield  their  personal  opinions,  as  was  suggested  by  the  gentleman 
from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Brown)  and  he  was  glad  to  hear 
the  suggestion  from  that  gentleman.  He  had  voted  for  the  proposition  of 
ike  gentleman  from  Indiana,  (Mr.  Clarke)  fixing  the  residence  at  ten 
dtys,  in  the  spirit  of  conciliation.  He  hoped  we  should  now  reach  the 
«oae1osion  of  the  debate  on  this  article,  without  more  delay. 

Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union,  hoped  the  committee  would  not  be  discharged. 
There  had  been,  as  yet,  no  definite  action.  Gentlemen  talk  about  time. 
He  did  not  know  that  any  time  had  been  wasted.  Caution  is  especially 
required  of  ns.  We  are  not  like  the  Legislature,  where  the  errors  com- 
ashed  at  one  end  of  the  House  can  be  corrected  by  the  body  at  the  other 
•od.  We  shall  be  held  culpable,  if  we  let  any  proposition  pass  without 
eare,  examination,  and  debate,  so  that  nothing  may  be  wrong. 

Mr.  Sterigerb  said  he  disliked  the  denunciations  of  his  friend  from 
Indiana  on  his  left  (Mr.  Clarke.)  He  valued  the  good  opinion  of  that 
gentleman,  and,  therefore,  was  desirous  to  say  a  word  in  reply.  On  all 
questions  hut  one,  he  (Mr.  S.)  had  gone  in  faver  of  all  propositions  of 
reasonable  reform,  so  far  as  he  understood  them.  He  called  on  the  gen- 
tleman to  name  any  instance  in  which  he  had  not  done  so.  Except  the 
proposition  to  admit  to  the  right  of  voting,  every  negro,  vagrant,  or  con- 
▼ict,  he  had  gone  in  favor  of  every  reform.  He  deprecated  denunciation 
-from  such  a  quarter.  He  thought  the  course  we  were  pursuing,  in  going 
btek  into  committee,  was  very  like  boys'  play.  Every  one  is  complain- 
ing of  the  tardiness  of  the  debate,  and  all  wishing  to  go  into  it  again.  He 
wes  disposed  to  withdraw  his  proposition. 

Mr.  Sterigerb  then  withdrew  his  motion. 

THIRD  article. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itsejf  into  committee  of  the  whole  on 
the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  tb^ 
Phtif* 

The  question  pending»  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr*  Buowv,  of  Phi)i» 
MpblHf  to  emend  the  report  by  strilUag  out  Uhi  wonM  ^^oof  ym"i  rad 
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Mr.  PoiKTBR,  of  Northampton,  moved  to  amend  the  report  of  the  com- 
IM,  to  aa  to  read  aa  follows : 

**  In  elections  by  the  citizens,  any  freeman  of  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years,  having  resided  in  the  State  one  year  next  before  the  election,  and 
within  two  years  next  before  such  election,  paid  a  State,  county,  road,  or 
poor  tax,  which  shall  have  been  legally  assessed,  shall  enjoy  the  rights  of 
SD  cJeetor ;  provided  that  freemen,  between  the  ages  of  twenty-one  and 
twenty-two  years,  who  shall  have  resided  as  aforesaid,  if  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  although  they  shall  not  have  paid 
Uses". 

Mr.  DicKST,  of  Beaver,  asked  if  that  question  was  not  decided  yes- 
Hiday. 

Th€  Chaib  :  It  was  the  same  in  effect,  but  different  in  terms. 

Mr.  RxAB,  of  Susquehanna,  said  it  would  not  be  in  order  to  move  an 
aoMiidment  to  the  amendment,  but  he  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman, 
thai  he  had  leA  out  the  most  important  tax — the  school  tax.  He  hoped 
die  gentleman  would  modify  his  amendment  In  some  districts  the  school 
m  was  four  times  as  much  as  the  other  taxes.  He  would  much  like  to 
let  this  tax  introduced  into  the  proposition. 

Mr.  PoBTSR  said  the  objection  was,  that  this  tax  was  not  general  over 
the  State. 

Mr.  Brown  offered  to  modify  his  amendment,  to  read  **  with  the  pay- 
■flirt  of  a  State  and  county  tax". 

The  Chaik  said  it  was  not  in  order.  The  question  was  upon  the 
unendment  to  the  amendment,  offeied  by  the  gentleman  from  North- 
mpton. 

Mr.  Brown  then  withdrew  his  amendment,  and  moved  to  amend  the 
imendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  by  striking  out  the  words 
"one  year'*,  and  inserting  the  words  **  six  months". 

Mr.  Stbvbns,  of  Adams,  was  sorry  that  the  gentleman  from  the  county 
ehould  have  withdrawn  his  amendment,  for  he  (Mr.  S.)  certainly  prefered 
it  very  much  to  the  one  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Northampton, 
because  it  would  operate  fairly,  and  with  perfect  equality,  throughout  the 
State,  for  doubtless  there  would  always  be  a  tax  laid  annually  in  every 
county,  as  there  had  hitherto  been.  For  that  reason,  there  could  be  no 
frauds  practised,  as  there  might  be  in  high  party  times,  if  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  were  adopted,  because  the  assessors 
lad  it  in  their  power  to  use,  indirectly,  much  political  influence,  prior  to 
ui  election,  by  the  creation  of  roads.  He  infinitely  prefered  tlie  proposi- 
tion  originally  offered  by  tlie  gentleman  from  Chester,  with  six  months 
residence,  and  the  payment  of  a  simple  county  or  State  tax,  to  the  ten 
tlioQsand  different  tax  quatificationH  proposed  in  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Northampton.  The  gentleman  from  Chester  had  said 
that  he  would  offer  his  amendment,  in  the  event  of  the  present  amendment 
being  negatived.     If  he  should,  then  he  (Mr.  S.)  would  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  DAiaiNOTON,  of  Chester,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which 
were  ordered, 

Mri  Bbowx.  of  Phiiadelphiu,  moved  to  amend  the  omendmeiU^  by  Ktrl« 
Uq|  ont  Ibt  worda  **oQa  yaar'S  »ml  Inioning  **iU  montha"i  M  »lfa 
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Mr.  M'GAHtN,  of  Philadelphiii,  asked  for  t'dirision  of  thd  qneftlmi, 
making  the  amendment  end  without  the  words  *'  six  months". 

The  ChaiH  decided  that  as  this  was  an  amendment  to  an  amelidmtot, 
h  conld  not  be  divided. 

Mr.  Brown  said  that  the  amendment  which  he  had  offered,  did  not  6^ 
tirely  meet  his  own  views,  but  he  was  induced  to  offer  it  merely  to  Ml 
die  question  fairly  tested.  He  believed  that  it  would  be  found  to  meet  UM 
yiews  of  a  large  number  of  the  members  of  the  Convention,  thougli  it 
might  not  meet  them  all. 

Mr.  DicKKY,  of  Beaver,  would  vote  not  only  against  the  amendmMit^ 
but  also  the  amendment  to  the  amendment.  So  long  as  he  held  a  s^  on 
this  floor,  he  would  vote  against  any  tax  qualification.  That  principle  M 
never  would  yield.  Now,  if  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadel- 
phia (Mr.  Brown)  yielded  it; — 

Mr.  Brown  had  not  said  that  he  would  vote  for  the  tax  qnalifics(tioil 
ultimately.     He  left  himself  free  to  vote  as  he  might  think  proper. 

Mr.  DicKET  said  that  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  explanation  of  the  gMh- 
tfeman.  But  he  was  sorry  that  he  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  **  rMd 
or  poor",  and  desired  to  insert  '*  county  and  State  tax**,  for  that  irai 
abandoning  his  original  position.  He  (Mr.  D.)  would  repeat,  that  he 
should  adhere  to  an  uncompromising  opposition  to  any  tax  qualificatloiit 
and  if  those  friends  of  reform  who  were  opposed  to  any  other  quallftc»> 
tion  than  a  local  residence  would  stand  fast,  they  could  carry  it.  Tk«i» 
•very  man  could  give  his  vote. 

Mr.  Brown  said  he  had  abandoned  his  position ;  but  he  wished  it  to  die 
understood,  that  whatever  were  his  own  views,  he  should  go  for  the  grea^ 
est  reform  that  he  could  get,  and  not  prevent  all  reform  by  adhering  to  hb 
own  views.  He  would  vote  against  the  tax  ;  but  if  it  could  not  be  got 
clear  of,  he  would  then  take  off  all  the  restrictions  he  could.  This  wafi 
the  wish  of  his  constituents,  and  it  was  their  wish  he  was  heie  to  respect, 
and  not  his  own  opiuion^their  vote,  not  his  own. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  demanded  the  previous  question,  but  fbe 
call  was  not  seconded. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  remarked  that  the  gentleman  from  Beaver 

gAr.  Dickey)  would  not  give  up  his  one  year's  residence  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
arlb)  was  inclined  to  vote  for  six  months  with  a  tax,  as  it  would  cut  off 
the  frauds  of  those  living  in  the  district.  He  prefered  this  to  one  year's 
residence,  without  tax,  because  the  latter  would  exclude  the  greatest  Hum* 
ber  of  votes. 

Mr.  M*Cahen  said  that  he  would  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentle- 
man from  the  county,  (Mr.  Brown)  because  he  thought  it  preferable  to 
that  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  (Mr.  Dickey). 

Mr.  Hiester,  of  Lancaster,  observed  that  he  would  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  notwithstand- 
ing he  did  not  like  the  six  months'  residence,  as  it  was  to  be  connected 
with  the  county  and  road  tax.  He  would  tay  to  the  gentleman  from  Bee- 
ver,  that  if  he  (Mr.  H.)  was  opposed  to  all  reform,  he  would  unquestionn- 
bly  vote  against  any  tax  qualiiication.  The  people,  generally,  in  the  die* 
trict  from  which  he  (Mr.  Hiester)  came,  were  in  favor  of  doing  away 
with  the  tax  qualification.  But,  he  was  sure  that  the  middling  dan  of 
the  people  v^  fbe  Sk|te  would  not  agree  to  an^  11101^  thing. 
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Ifr.  CuATiMOSR,  of  Green,  said  that  he  was  oppoaed  to  a  tax  quaUfi» 
Gitioiit  and  tharefore  would  feel  himself  constrained  to  vote  agaiost  the 
fwptmtion  of  the  geatleman  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  He  thouffbt 
f  ifiideiice  meialj,  was  sufficient  to  entitle  a  inan  to  exeicise  the  elective 
fianfibise. 

Mr.  Bakkm^  of  Mifflin,  said  he  did  not  know  that  he  would  vote  for  the 
ISM|u}iBeot  of  the  gentleman  from  the  county,  because  he  was  opposed  to 
#  fu  qualification.  If  the  amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  he  would  offer 
9  pipvjso,  with  a  view  to  bring  the  conflicting  views  of  the  committee 
y^^iber.     [^Mr.  B.  here  read  the  proviso.] 

Mr.  Stbriokrs,  of  Montgomery,  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question, 
H  ai  lo  ba-ve  a  distinct  vote  on  the  residence.  He  was  disposed  to  yield 
Metfaing  to  Gomproniise,  but  he  could  not  vote  for  six  months'  residence. 
With  respect  to  the  proposition  of  his  friend  who  had  just  taken  his  seat, 
lie  would  say  that  if  the  Convention  were  to  adopt  it,  he  should  regard  it 
ma  aristocratic  measure.  He  (Mr.  S.)  would  vote  against  tthe  whole 
Mndment*  if  that  proviso  were  to  be  added. 

Mr.  Bsoi^Wt  of  Philadelphia,  said  it  was  evident,  from  the  proceedings 

rfths  past  ^weeky  that  if  every  friend  of  reform  adhered  to  his  own  opinion* 

llat  we  miffht  build  up  and  pull  down  to  the  end  of  time.     This  he  would 

Ml  do.     He  was  willing  to  do  that  which  a  majority  of  those  friendly  to 

nfam  eoald  do,  and  I^  trusted  they  would  do— meet  on  some  middle 

gmmd— sjid  this  would  be  such  as  would  prove  satisfactory  to  a  majority 

flf  the  people  of  the  State.     There  were  now,  he  said,  four  distinct  propo- 

stioDs  belbre  the  committee-*the  first,  six  months'  residence  and  a  tax ; 

tb  second,  one  yearns  residence  and  a  tax ;  the  third,  the  report  of  the 

committee,  one  year*s  residence  and  no  tax  ;  and  the  fourth,  the  present 

Constitutional  provision,  two  years*  residence,  and  a  tax,  that  must  be 

mened  six  months  before  the  day  of  election.      On  each  of  these  a  vote 

could  be  taken;  and  whatever  might  be  the  vote  on  each,  he  hoped,  nay, 

if  he  might  be  allowed  to,  he  would  call  on  the  friends  of  reform  not  to 

build  up  that  which  would  be  pulled  down,  but  vote  only  for  what  will  be 

catisfactory  to  all,  and  in  a  spirit  of  just  compromise  with  each  other, 

adopt  that  amendment  which  would  be  sure  to  be  sanctioned  by  a  large  and 

mat  majority. 

Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  said  that,  in  tlie  amendments  submitcd,  we 
had  two  propositions,  of  which  we  were  to  make  a  choice.  He  was,  he 
eoofesaed,  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter^  inasmuch  as  it  extended  the  period  of  resi- 
dence»  althougn  it  required  the  payment  of  other  taxes.  This  Con- 
vention, in  forming  a  Constitution,  had  a  right  to  drescribe  the  qualifica- 
lioa  of  those  who  were  to  exercise  tlie  right  of  suffrage.  He  thought  that 
BO  ooe  would  dispute  that  position.  He  repeated  that  we  had  a  right  to 
say  what  should  be  llie  qualifications  of  those  who  participated  with  us  in 
dJopaiDg  our  representatives  to  make  the  laws,  or  to  have  them  executed. 
There  was  nothing  unjust,  improper,  or  unreasonable  in  iL  To  go  further 
than  the  ewe  and  convenience  of  the  people  required,  in  forming  the  Go- 
venupent,  w<Mild  be  unjust  and  unreasonable.  What,  he  would  inquire, 
was  the  <^ect  and  intention  of  fixing  a  residence  and  imposing  a  tax  ? — 
Be  snpposied,  it  was  to  furnish  evidence  that  those  who  complied  with 
terms,  were  entitled  to  participate  with  us  in  the  elective  franchise. 
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In  lii0  opinioiit  a  residence  of  six  months  did  not  furnish  sufficient  evi- 
dence ofthe  intention  of  a  person  to  remain  in  the  State,  not  as  sojonmeni« 
but  as  permanent  residents.  It  was  well  known  that  many  persons  come 
into  this  State  in  April,  and  remain  till  October,  and  then  return  to  New 
York,  Maryland,  or  any  other  State.  They  come  not  here  with  the  intan* 
tion  o!  remaining.  Now,  those  who  came  from  other  States,  and  were 
engaged  on  the  public  works  of  Pennsylvania,  and  remained  here  a  couple 
of  years,  might  fairly  be  presumed  to  have  taken  up  their  residence  with 
OS,  and  they  would  be  entitled  to  vote.  Their  agreeing  to  pay  a  tax 
would  also  be  further  evidence  that  they  considered  themselves  citizens  of 
the  Commonwealth ;  and  were  willing  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  the 
Government.  He  prefered  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  North- 
ampton, to  that  of  the  gentleman  from  the  ccounty  of  Philadelphia,  because 
the  flatter  required  too  short  a  term  of  residence,  notwithstanding  it  was 
accompanied  by  a  tax. 

With  regard  to  foreigners,  the  laws  of  the  United  States  required  other 
qualifications  than  those  of  the  State.  They  had  to  be  a  period  of  years 
in  the  United  States,  and  must  also  be  naturalized.  In  addition  to  those 
requirements,  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  required  residence  within  her 
borders  of  a  year.  One  year  was  a  sufficient  time,  and,  coupled  with  the 
exhibition  of  a  disposition  to  contribute  to  the  public  burthens,  by  the  pay* 
ment  of  a  tax,  should  entitle  any  one  to  participate  with  us  in  all  the  rights 
of  citizenship. 

In  some  of  the  States,  the  qualifications  necessary  to  the  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise  were  very  different  from  what  they  are  here.  So,  also,  ¥ras 
the  policy  of  many  of  the  States.  In  New  England,  emigration  is  not  to  the 
States,  but  from  the  States.  People  were  going  to  the  West.  And  the 
object  of  the  Western  States  being  to  obtain  population,  their  laws  were 
framed  acconlingly.  What,  he  inquired,  had  been  done  in  the  State  of 
New  York  ?  Why,  they  had  required  a  residence  of  one  year  in  the 
city,  as  well  as  six  months  in  the^country,  besides  the  payment  of  a  tax  in 
New  York.  The  requirements  under  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  are  greater  than  was  now  proposed  to  be  imposed  by  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Noitharopton.  In  Ohio  and  Delaware* 
the  payment  of  a  tax  was  required  among  other  things.  So  far,  then,  as 
we  had  the  opinions  of  framers  of  State  Constitutions  of  a  similar  char- 
acter to  our  own,  they  were  decidedly  in  favor  of  a  residence  and  tax. 

Residence  and  the  payment  of  a  tax,  as  he  had  already  observed,  were 
evidence  of  a  man's  right  to  participate  in  the  Government.  The  pay- 
ment of  a  tax,  answered  the  purpose  of  a  registry.  He  thought  that  a 
registry  should  be  kept,  but  not  for  the  sake  of  keeping  one.  When  a 
man  paid  a  tax  towards  the  purposes  of  Government,  it  did  not  look  as  if 
he  did  it  as  an  act  of  mere  form,  and  upon  the  registry  we  had  his  name. 
Entertaining  these  views,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  and  against  that  of  the  gentleman  from 
the  county  of  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  said  that  it  was  peraonally  gratifying  to  him  to 
know,  that  after  a  discussion  of  more  than  a  week,  a  large  majority  of  the 
committee  had,  at  last,  brought  themselves  to  the  determination  of  supporting 
his  proposition,  if  he  might  be  allowed  to  call  it  so,  or  rather  that  of  the 
gentleman  from  the  county  (Mr.  Drown)  now.    It  was,  at  any  rate,  hia 
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biiilIiog>— a  proposition  of  his  (Mr.  Bell's.)  He,  however,  had  not 
rifCB  to  take  charge  of  it— for  he  knew  that  it  was,  at  present,  in  much  better 
hands  than  it  was  originally  ;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  gentleman  would 
aaeafe  for  it  many  other  votes.  lie  had  rism  to  reply  to  some  of  the 
Tenaiks  which  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Franklin  (Mr.  Cham- 
HtBs).  That  gentleman  had  refered  to  the  qualification  of  voters  in  other 
\  in  order  to  show  that  in  most  of  them  more  than  six  mfmths*  resi- 
it  required,  and  taxation.  And,  he  had  argued,  that  the  only  reason 
why  a  residence  was  demanded,  was,  that  it  was  an  evidence  of  a  man's 
ioleotjoo  to  become  a  citizen  of  this  State.  Now,  he  (Mr.  B.)  would  ask, 
tf  it  was  at  all  probable  that  any  one  would  come  from  another  State,  leave 
his  home  and  his  fireside,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  voting  at  our  elec- 
liras  ?  And,  not  only  that,  hut  also  to  pay  a  tax  ?  If  these,  then,  were 
dis  only  reasons  which  could  be  assigned  for  the  ncccFsity  of  making  the 
term  of  residence  of  a  voter  so  long,  than  there  was  an  end  of  the  matter. 
He  would  state,  that  when  Pennsylvania  amended  her  penal  code  in  1794, 
by  Baking  its  provisions  more  wild  and  insecure,  objections  were  urged 
aninst  modifying,  or  diminishing  the  punishment  in  many  violations  of 
tat  law,  on  the  ground  that  the  punishment  was  equally  as  severe  in  a  vast 
imnber  of  the  States.  Pennsylvania,  and  it  did  her  high  honor,  took  the 
lead  in  revising  and  moderating  the  seventy  of  her  criminal  laws.  He 
hoped^  that  with  respect  to  her  elective  franchise,  she  would,  instead  of 
lestricting,  do  every  tiling  to  extend  that  invaluable  privilege  to  her  citizens. 
He  tniste«l  that  we  should  soon  see  the  d*ay,  when  every  State  in  the 
Union  wonld  adopt  the  policy  of  admitting  their  fnllow-citizens  of  their 
ttster  States  to  a  full  participation  in  the  rights  of  citizenship  upon  very 
diort  residence. 

Mr.  FiTLLER,  of  Fayette,  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  amendment,  and 
die  amendment  to  the  amendment,  beoause  they  letained  the  tax  qualifi- 
cation.    He  entertained  the  opinion  that  the  time  of  residence  contained 
DO  principle;  and  the  requirement  of  a  tax  qualification  in  order  to  give 
the  right  to  vote,  was  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  genius  of  the  Govern- 
mtBL     He  tnisted  that  the  proposition  would  he  voted  down.     He  was 
indifferent  as  to  the  shape  of  the  seclitin  so  that  the  tax  qualification  was 
abolished.     Identity  of  residence  was  all  that  was  sought  for  by  a  majori- 
ty ;  and  he  would  be  willing  to  require  a  residence  of  ten  days'  in  the  dis* 
triet,  doing  away  with  the  tax  qualification.     That  would  be  as  great  an 
extension  of  the  ri^ht  of  suffrage  as  any  one  could  desire.     A  year's  resi- 
dence had  been  objected  to  on  the  giound  that  it  threw  an  impediment  in 
tbe  way  of  emigration  to  the  State.     He  considered  a  year's  residence  in 
the  State  necessary.     He  thought  a  year's  residence  would  be  a  sufficient 
time  to  enable  a  person  to  become  acquainted  with  our  policy.     But  six 
months'  residence  was  too  short  a  time  to  identify  the  interests  of  an  in- 
dividoal  with  those  of  this  Commonwealth,  and  to  enable  him  to  possess 
himself  of  that  degree  of  local  information,  which  Vras  necessary  to  the 
intelligent  discharge  of  the  duties  of  a  voter.     The  great  inducement  held 
OQt  for  emigration  to  the  new  States  was,  that  there  was  no  tax  qualifica- 
tion, and  moie  especially  of  a  six  months'  residence.     But,  then,  it  was 
U>  be  recollected  that  the^ew  States  were  very  dififerently  situated  from 
the  dd,  in  many  respects,  and  that  they  were  desirous  of  improving  their 
tmiloij  and  obtaining  a  population.    Pennsylvania  expected  but  Lttle  in 
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this  way,  and  he  thought  a  year's  residence  necessary.  He  would  vote 
alMnst  the  amendment;  and  the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 
TWt.  DicKsf ,  of  Beaver,  entertained  similar  views  to  thie  gehdeman  who 
had  jost'taken  his  seat.  He  would  embody  them  in  a  distinct  propositron, 
if  the  proposition  pending  should  be  rejected,  and  would  offer  it  Tor  the 
consideration  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  said  he  did  not  believe  that  the  people  of 
Pennsylvanin  would  approve  of  the  principle  of  a  six  months'  residence^ 
although  it  might  be  nniper  in  many  i^espects. 

'  Mr.  MsRRitL,  of  Union,  said  that  those  who  came  from  abroad  to 
•ettle  amongst  us  could  not,  and  ought  not,  to  expect  to  participate  imme- 
diately in  all  the  privileges  granted  to  our  citizens.  We  had  the  right  to 
Erescribe  the  mode  and  manner  in  which,  and  the  time  when,  they  sqbtdd 
^  admited  to  exercise  the  right  of  voting,  or  any  thing  else.  He  con« 
eared  with  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny,  that  the  people  would  not  ap- 
prove of  restricting  the  term  of  residence  to  six  months.  He  believed 
that  twelve  monthr  residence  ought  to  be  required. 

M.  Denny,  of  Allegheny,  observed,  that  as  he  had  not  said  a  word  as 
yet  on  the  subject,  he  would  now  make  a  few  remarks.  He  did  not  ra- 
ga^  the  payment  of  a  tax  as  a  qualification.  It  was  looked  upon,  how- 
efver,  in  that  light.  He  cared  not,  then,  whether  the  provision  should  be 
retained,  or  not.  The  payment  of  a  tax  was  to  be  regarded  as  the  htBt 
evidence  by  which  to  judge  of  a  man's  being  entitled  to  the  privileges  of 
aeitizen.  He  was  almost  inclined  to  vote  for  dispensing  with  it.  tie. 
(Sd  not  believe  that  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  would  sustain  the 
imposition  to  shorten  the  term  of  residence  to  six  months.  For  wh(Me 
Mnefit  was  it  ?  Was  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  the  Commcin? 
wealth  ?  No,  it  was  not.  There  were  now  two  hundred  diousand 
voters  in  the  State,  and  ever  since  the  Constitution  of  '90  went  into  ope- 
nrtion,  two  years  residence  and  a  State  or  county  tax  had  been  required. 
akid  they  had  been  complied  with  cheerfully.  Then,  why  ahould  we 
reduce  the  term  of  residence  to  six  months  ?  The  fact  of  the  matter  waa, 
that  this  was  a  mere  trap  to  catch  a  few  transient  emigrants — a  bait  to  hh 
duce  them  to  come  here-^where  they  would  get  a  vote  in  six  months. 
He  thought,  however,  there  were  very  few  who  would  come  here  on  thai 
aeeount.  No,  if  we  wished  to  encourage  immigration  into  the  State,  it 
should  be  by  wire  and  equal  laws,  such  as  he  trusted  we  should  always 
have.  He  was  disposed  to  let  the  two  hundred  thousand  voters  enjoy 
their  privilege,  and  not  for  giving  to  the  new  comer  greater  advantages 
than  the  old  voters  have  had.  He  would  give  them  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  which  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  had  heretofore  en- 
joyed ;  but,  he  thought  we  ought  not  to  break  down  this  wholesome  and 
■untary  nile,  and  permit  strangers,  after  residing  in  the  State  Mx  months 
cmTy,  to  a  participation  in  the  management  of  our  Government.  He  had 
no  objection  to  fix  the  term  of  residence  at  one  year,  which  was  a  period 
long  enough  to  enable  men  to  obtain  a  knowledge  of  the  laws  and  pd^^ 
6t  me  State,  and  the  character  of  the  candidates  for  public  offices,  m 
would  vote  a  six  months*  residence. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said  the  policy  of  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania had  been,  he  believed,  that  of  other  States.  He  knew  that  in  no 
tesi  than  eight  States  of  the  Union,  there  was  not  more  than  six  liionths^^eai* 
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jenee  required.  It  was  the  interest  of  Pennsylvania  to  invite  all  persons 
id  eome  within  her  borders,  and  make  this  State  their  home.  OAer 
8utM  had  found  it  to  their  benefit,  and  why  should  not  we  ?  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  any  objection  made  to  the  amendment,  by  the  ^ntleman 
froai  Union. 

Mr.  Clarxk,  of  Indiana,  said,  in  voting  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ineat.  he  should  vote  in  accordance  with  his  own  opinion,  and  also  of  those 
who  sent  liim  here.  He  liked  the  proposition  of  the  gendeman  fropn 
Nofthampton  better  than  that  of  the  gentleman  from  the  county.  The 
people  in  his  part  of  the  county,  so  far  as  he  had  heard  their  opiniops, 
thoQgfat  the  time  of  residence  too  long,  as  fixed  by  the  present  Constitp- 
tiOD.  In  his  part  of  the  Sute,  so  far  as  he  had  heard  any  opinion  ex- 
pcessed*  one  year  was  deemed  sufficient.  He  never  had  heajrd  six  months 
aaqied  there.  But  he  should  vote  against  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
Vienty  because  it  abridged  the  right  of  sufira^e,  which  right  his  constitq- 
snts  thought  should  be  extended.  If  the  majority  was  determined  to  re- 
tain tlie  tax  qualification,  he  hoped  it  would  be  extended  as  far  as  possible ; 
and,  that  it  would  also  be  provided,  that  every  citizen  who  should  reside 
tea  days  in  a  district,  should  have  the  right  to  vote  there,  even  if  he  has 
BOt  paid  any  tax.  His  object  was  to  get  rid  of  the  tax  qualification.  It 
was  not  contended  that  the  payment  of  a  tax  confercd  the  right  of  voting, 
bot  that  it  furnished  merely  the  evidence  of  residence.  If,  then,  the  Con- 
vention determined  that  the  right  of  sufirage  should  be  confined  to  tax- 
payers, they  should  make  that  basis  as  broad  as  possible.  He  would  be 
gbd  if  the  amendment  should  be  so  modified  as  to  provide  that  ten  days* 
residence  in  the  district  should  be  deemed  equivalent  to  paying  a  tax.  If 
it  bad  come  down  to  a  mere  question  of  evidence,  he  hoped  that  other  evi- 
dence of  residence  would  be  accepted  than  that  of  tax  paying. 

Mr.  Sterioere  had  never  heard  six  months*  residence  advocated  by  the 
people  of  his  district,  as  sufficient  to  entitle  any  one  to  vote.  It  did  not 
suit  them  to  receive,  as  voters,  all  the  scum  of  the  other  States  which 
might  be  spewed  out  upon  them.  He  was  opposed  to  the  reduction  of 
the  residence  to  six  months,  because  it  operated  unequally  in  the  difierent 
districts.  It  mi^ht  be  an  advantage  to  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia, 
beeaase  it  would  give  the  voters  there  the  assistance  of  all  the  convicts 
ffischarged  from  the  Penitentiary,  as  soon  as  they  were  out^— and  all  who 
might  laud  on  the  wharves  from  New  York,  Boston,  and  other  cities,  to 
eommit  larcenies  aiid  other  petty  crimes.  These,  after  a  sentence  of  sjx 
Of  eight  months,  would  be  qualified  voters.  Under  this  provision,  Phila- 
delphia, and  perhaps  Pittsburg,  would  have  the  advantage  ovei  the  county 
population,  from  the  causes  I  nave  mentioned. 

Mr.  Earls  supported  the  proposition  for  six  months.  Reform  was  in- 
tended, he  said,  for  those  who  suffered,  not  for  those  who  did  not  suffer. 
If  one  man  was  unjustly  deprived  of  his  vote  byjdie  present  system,  the 
two  hundred  thousand  voters  were  bound,  as  Christians,  to  restore  it  to 
hiA.  It  wu  said  tliat  some  men  would  not,  in  six  months,  be  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  our  institutions  to  vote :  but  we  could  not  put  intelligence 
into  a  man,  unless  nature  and  education  had  made  him  susceptible  of  it. 
Boine  may  be  well  acquainted  with  our  institutions  and  local  concerns  in 
riji  montoi(  and  some  never  while  they  live.  You  subject  a  person 
Mflitac  iato  ll^  iMtta  to  militfurjr  m^  oiat?  duties,  wb^r  pot  then  permit 


106  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

him  to  vote.  By  this  rule  of  one  year's  residence,  you  admit  rogues  and 
vagabonds,  and  exclude  many  honest  men :  for,  suppose  a  man  chooses 
to  swear  that  he  has  been  twelve  months  in  the  State,  who  is  to  disprove  it. 
Mr.  CuRLL  had  sat  here,  he  said,  foi  a  week,  listening  to  this  debate, 
without  making  a  single  remark  or  motion ;  but  he  now  felt  called  upon  to 
say  a  few  words.  He  represented  the  county  of  Armstrong  almost  alone* 
and  as  he  was  totally  unadvised  as  to  the  opinions  of  his  constituents  on 
this  question,  never  having  heard  it  alluded  to  by  them,  his  own  opinion 
was  in  favor  of  changing  the  term  of  residence  requiied  from  two  years  to 
one  year,  and  of  leaving  the  Constitution  in  other  respects  as-  it  was,  in  re- 

Sird  to  the  right  of  suffrage.  He  confessed,  however,  that  he  was  much 
isposed  to  remove  the  tax  qualification.  Regarding  it  as  a  relic  of  old 
mother  Britain,  he  would  be  glad  to  eradicate  it  if  he  could.  But,  encum- 
bered as  the  subject  was  with  difficulties,  he  felt  disposed  to  go  for  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  voting  on  his  own  re* 
sponsibility,  and  leaving  his  ultimate  decision  to  be  guided  by  the  opinions 
of  his  constituents.  We  have  had  speech  after  speech  for  the  last  week 
on  this  question,  and  often  upon  other  topics  little  connected  with  it.  The 
city  and  county  of  Philadelphia  had  filled  a  large  space  in  the  debates.  In 
fact,  it  would  appear  that  we  had  come  here  moie  for  the  purpose  of  le- 
gislating for  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  than  to  make  a  Constitu- 
tion for  the  State.  It  wan  impossible  that  the  people  should  be  satisfied 
with  such  conduct.  During  the  last  week,  in  which  nothing  had  been 
done  but  to  talk,  we  had  put  the  State  to  an  expense  of  more  than  ten 
thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  M*Cahkn  had  attempted  to  give  a  vote  against  the  tax  qualification; 
bat  the  previons  question  not  being  sustained,  he  would  now  vote  for  the 
proposition  of  his  colleague,  (Mr.  Brown)  as  being  the  most  liberal  one  it 
seemed  possible  he  could  sret.  An  opportunity  had  been  ofifered  to  the 
gentlemap  from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickey)  to  give  his  vote  against  a  tax  qualifi- 
cation, but  he  had  declinc^d.  It  appeared,  therefore,  that  those  who  pro- 
fessed to  be  opposed  to  the  tax,  had  not  embraced  this  only  chance  which 
had  been  ofiTered  to  them  yet,  to  vote  directly  upon  that  question. 

Mr.  Sergeant  (President)  remarked,  that  much  time,  it  was  true,  had 
heen  spent  upon  this  question,  whether  well  or  not,  was  another  considersp 
tion.  But,  if  we  had  all  been  able  to  come  to  some  conclusion  without 
debate,  then  the  time  would  have  been  saved.  If  not,  then  it  ought  not  to 
have  been  saved.  All  arguments  and  considerations,  in  regard  to  the  cost 
of  our  proceedings,  were  out  of  the  question,  unless  there  was  some  other 
process  of  reaching  oui  object  than  that  of  debate,  deliberation,  and  a  free 
loierchange  and  careful  comparison  of  views.  It  was  true  that  we  could 
reach  s'leHsion,  and  save  much  time*  by  drawing  lots  for  the  result  of  eaoh 
question ;  but  this  would  be  rather  a  poor  way  for  a  grave  body,  assembled 
on  so  important  an  occasion,  to  proceed.  Yesterday,  we  had  a  mass  of 
conglomerated  provisit^ns  before  us,  containing  every  thing,  and  therefore 
suiting  every  one  in  some  respects,  and  no  one  in  all  respects,  and  we 
overthrew  and  demdlished  the  whole  fabric.  Now,  we  had  c^me  back  to 
the  originrl  quesiion.  It  must  be  a  subject  of  some  importance,  or  gentle- 
men would  not  have  been  so  earnestly  engaged  in  its  discussion.  He  had 
listened  to  the  debate,  and  had  found  that  those  who  participated  in  it  were 
very  eamesti  and  no  doubt  sincere  and  candid*  in  giying  their  views  upoa 
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tba  fabject  Should  we,  then,  undertake  to  force  opinions  on  the  snbject, 
to  press  members  to  hasty  and  reluctant  conclusions  ?  The  question  is, 
**  who  shall  vote  ?'*  This  was  a  fundamental  question ;  and,  unless  we 
agreed  upon  this,  many  difficulties  would  occur  in  making  onr  Constitution. 

Two  modes  of  determining  the  question  presented  themselves.  The 
fixst  was  to  permit  any  body  to  vote.  But,  so  far  as  he  had  heard,  there 
was  only  one  member  who  went  as  far  as  that.  There  was  but  that  one, 
who  said  that  every  freeman,  every  man  not  a  slave,  ought  to  be  entitled 
to  vote.  The  other  mode  was  to  have  some  limit  to  the  right  of  voting, 
and  in  this  the  great  body  of  the  committee  concurred.  The  question  is 
**  what  shall  this  limit  be  ?'*  This  was  a  question  of  importance,  and 
which  ought  to  be  considered  in  an  abstract  form.  Should  we  proceed 
bj  qoalification  or  disqualification  ?  Should  we  say,  who  shall  vote,  or 
who  shall  not  vote  ?  For  if  we  had  a  limitation  to  the  right  of  sufirage, 
we  must  have  a  way  fur  ascertaining  that  limit.  He  was  satisfied  that 
we  must  proceed  by  qualification.  By  declaring  that  this  qualification 
dionld  be  residence  and  taxation,  we  excluded  all  vagrants,  transient  per> 
sons,  convicts  and  paupers. 

We  exclude  them  by  inserting  a  qualification.  But  suppose  we  say 
iiai  all  may  vote,  with  the  exception  of  paupers,  vagrants,  and  con- 
nets.  That  would  be  to  establish  disqualification,  which  would  im- 
pose a  difficult  and  unpleasant  duty  on  the  officers  of  the  election,  and 
produce  much  unnecessary  difficulties.  Which  would  be  the  most  correct 
and  the  best  mode  of  proceeding  ?  Let  us  bring  it  to  a  practical  test.  Sup- 
pose me  to  be  an  inspector  at  an  election,  a  man  presents  himself  at  the 
window,  of  whom  I  have  some  suspicion ;  can  I  say  that  he  is  a  vagrant, 
or  a  convict,  and  ought  to  be  taken  up  ?  Is  not  the  inspector  placed  in  a 
fiffieolt  and  delicate  situation  ?  Can  he  say,  are  you  not  a  pauper — ^a 
vagrant — a  convict  ?  How  can  the  person  answer?  It  would  be  a  viola- 
tion of  a  clause  in  the  Bill  of  Rights,  U)  require  a  man  to  convict  himself. 
It  imposes  an  arduous  duty  on  inspectors.  What  would  be  the  conse- 
qoenees  of  an  attempt,  by  an  officer  of  an  election,  to  discharge  such  a 
duty ;  to  ask  people,  as  they  come  to  the  window,  whether  they  were 
Qonvicts,  iic.  ?  Quarrels  and  blows.  Half  of  the  fights  that  heretofore 
have  taken  place  at  elections,  originated  from  disputes  in  relation  toquali- 
ication.  It  was  entirely  out  of  the  question  to  put  it  upon  an  inspector 
of  ao  election,  to  ask  a  man,  whether  he  is  a  pauper,  or  a  vagrant,  or  a 
convict  ?  But  to  ask  a  citizen  whether  ho  is  a  resident,  and  has  paid  a 
tn,  is  no  offience;  and  yet,  it  was  certain  to  exchide  all  disqualified 
persons.  What  have  you  done  ?  You  have  established  the  right  of 
voting;  and,  if  any  one  claiming  the  right,  can  prove  his  title  to  it,  he 
eaanot  be  excluded  from  exercising  it.  But  some  men's  votes,  it  is  said, 
will  be  jeopardized  by  this  method  of  proceeding.  But  he  would  ask 
gentlemen,  what  was  the  actual  character  of  the  votes  excluded,  under  the 
tax  and  residence  qualification  ?  How  did  it  happen  that  persons  \\  hose 
rif  ht  was  donbtiul,  were  prevented  at  the  polls  ?  In  ninety-nine  cases 
ont  of  a  hundred,  they  are  dragged  up  by  others.  At  every  contested 
election,  the  opposite  parties  have  their  committees  of  vigilance,  and  their 
nib^sommittees,  whose  duty  it  is  to  see  that  as  many  votes  as  possible  are 
reeeived  for  their  side.  After  the  substantial  harvest  of  voters,  comes 
As  gjeiiungt  ^  greft$  effort  is  tb^n  made^  when  the  election  is  done,  16 
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tBrn  the  scale.  Theile  poor  men  are  then  brought  to  the  poQi,  fiot  fi<HDi 
their  own  interest  in  votingt,  but  as  a  help  to  others.  He  spoke  of.  no 
particular  party — but  of  all  parties — at  all  elections.  What  was  the  cau«e 
of  the  quarrelling  and  fighting  at  the  polls  ?  It  was  the  practice  of  bring- 
ing -  up  these  men  to  vote.  Suppose  a  man  loses  a  vote  who  is  actual^ 
entitled  to  it— is  it  a  greater  evil  than  the  many  others  which  would  ioAaw 
a  system  of  disqualification.  If  a  man,  who  is  not  entitled  to  vote,  shQi4d 
occupy  the  window,  in  claiming  a  right,  for  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  he  irm 
prevent  three  or  four  persons  from  voting,  who  are  entitled  to  vote.  In 
no  way  can  perfection  be  obtained.  We  must  take  a  system*  tbere^n;e« 
with  its  advanUges  and  its  evils — rejecting  the  greater  evils,  and  relaii)- 
iog  the  rest.  What  is  the  harm  done  in  excluding  a  man  from  votingi 
who  is  not  entitled  to  vote?  What  wrong  is  done  by  admiting  it  ?  .  W^y, 
it  actually  deprives  another  man  of  his  right  by  neutralizing  bis  vote*  aod 
perhaps  it  may  do  wrong  to  many  by  vitiating  an  elecUon.  It  destroys 
all  confidence  in  the  majority  principle,  upon  which  we  rest  all  oor 
institutions.  We  could  not  make  a  system  so  perfect  that  it  shouicl  do 
DO  injustice  to  any  one,  in  the  course  of  its  operation ;  but  he  believed 
that,  under  the  present  system,  where  one  man  properly  entitled  to  vole, 
was  excluded,  ten  men  voted  who  were  not  entitled.  Do  you  mean  to 
have  any  limit  at  all  T  Do  you  intend  to  draw  no  line  between  your  resii* 
dent  citizens,  and  vagrants  or  transient  persons  ?  If  not,  then  let  the 
jadres  and  inspectors  of  elections  take  every  vote  that  is  offered,  evioi 
without  any  name  at  all.  Let  every  one  go  and  vote  first,  in  each  of  die 
fifteen  wards  of  Philadelphia ;  and,  afterwards,  at  Southwark,  and  Spring 
Garden.  But,  if  you  have  restraints  and  qualifications,  in  order  to  secure 
a  fair  election  by  the  majority  of  resident  citizens,  then  of  all  qualifiea- 
lions,  the  most  valuable  for  the  purpose  is  the  tax,  however  small,  and 
die  residence  combined ;  and,  if  we  depart  from  this,  we  shall  find  it  very 
difficult  to  get  any  ground  to  start  upon. 

Mr.  Martin  said,  if  we  cannot  get  what  we  want,  let  us  get  what  we 
can.  We  were  told  that  we  ought  to  have  a  registry  act,  and  the  remarks 
made  upon  it,  showed  that  those  who  advocated  it,  knew  nothing  abont  it. 
We,  said  he,  of  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  have  had  experience  of  ita 
operation  and  effects,  and  are  convinced  that  it  has  haa  the  effect  to 
cutoff  a  few  voters — ^perhaps  not  so  very  few.  It  was  nothing,  in  its  aim 
and  effect,  but  a  mode  of  disfranchising  some  voters,  who,  by  accident* 
or  fraud,  or  neglect,  were  omitted  to  be  registered.  We  could  easibr 
have  settled  this  matter,  if  gentlemen  had  begun  at  the  right  em), 
by  saying  who  should  not  vote.  But,  after  travelling  all  around  the 
question,  we  left  it  in  doubts  and  difficulties ;  after  all  that  had  been  said 
here,  we  still  had  left  it  in  doubt     He  wanted  to  see  the  matter  made  lo 

fdain  that  he  who  runs  may  read.     He  was  sorry  to  say  that  he  had 
ound  here  a  disposition  to  trammel  the  right  of  voting. 

We  are  throwing  around  the  whole  body  of  freemen  difficulties  and  ob- 
ftades,  which  will  obstmct  their  way  to  the  polls.  After  calling  a  Con  veil* 
tioB,  and  sitting  so  long,  at  a  great  expense,  we  suffer  all  the  difficultiea 
attending  this  matter  stul  to  remain  in  the  ConstitutioQ.  Why  shaU  we 
Ml  let  freemen  go  fVeely  and  without  hindrance  to  the  poUs  T  Why  tram* 
mA  di#  right  of  suffrage  at  all  ?     Iiet  u«,  be  stidi  •ogrsft  the  prinoiplt  of 

tm  imAtgi  in  iba  OomUiotioiir    Tbt  4ttoUi  na  wHHj  bt  wfM  mn 
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lierfaf^.  Surely  no  man  wishes  to  see  ra^nts^  paupers,  and  convict|i 
sF  die. polls,  npr  tp  permit  any  oQe  to  ezercitire  the  rjgnt  of  suffrage,  who 
dbi^  not  ^ow  a  disposition  to  obey  and  sustain  the  laws  of  the  Cohimon^ 
iH«)^/  Tlier?  n^onld  be  no  practical  dtfftrulty  from  this  source.  As  the 
edininttee  were  tired  and  exhsusted  with  this  subject  he  hoped  Aey  would 
ItfT^  It  for  a  few  days,  and  wait  for  a  developement  of  public  opinion  in 
li^pgi  \d  it  That  should  be  our  guide.  He  would  vote,  for  the  present, 
lor  Ae  amendment  now  offered,  and  he  hoped  we  should  then  pass  on  to 

ne  other  subject. 

iftr.  IfnEDrra  said,  he  should  vote  against  the  whole  proposition,  in  the. 
hope  of jeetting  something  better  hereader. 

mr^  Rastikos  said  it  would  be  much  better,  he  thought,  if  the  gen- 
tlpmsn  would  take  off  his  hind'tidery  and  let  us  have  a  vote  on  the  first 
rifopoaitton. 

lir.  Browh  said  he  wished  he  could  accede  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
sm ;  bat  as  he  had  made  his  proposition  to  meet  what  he  believed  were 
iht  Tiews!  of  the  maj.ority  of  the  fiiends  to  six  months'  residence,  it  must 
wow  tmke  its  fate. 

The.  question  was  taken  on  motion  of  Mr.  Brown,  to  amend  the  amend- 

aml  by  striking  out  **  oneyear'*  and  inserting  **  six  months'*,  and  by  strikr 

iBg  OfQt  **  road  and  poor''    and  was  decided  in  the  negative — yeas,  3T ; 

lajTSy  75 ;  as  follows : 

Tbai — Mtmn,  Bell,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Coatet, 
taio.  Cram,  CnrU,  Darmh,  Dillinger,  Earle,  Farrellj,  Foalkrod,  Try,  Oearhart,  Orenel, 
n,  Uiester,  Hopkinaon,  Kennedy,  Kreba,  Lyons.  Maelay,  Magee,  Maon,  Martin, 
in>owell,  Myers,  Over&ld,  Riter,  SeUers,  Schecti,  8hellitD,  Smyth,  Sterana, 


lfAi»— MmaiiL  Agnew,  Ayfea,  Banks,  BarndoUar,  Bamitx,  Bayne,  Biddle,  Bigelow, 
Ifepaoiv  ofl^anctatgj',  Cbarabaii,  ChaoJIer,  of  Cheater,  Chaoncey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark 
tijkaflbinp  Claike,of  Indiana,  Cleavinger,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cox,  Craig,  Cummin,  Cun- 
rfhgllain,  Barfingtpn,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dickcrson,  Dunlop,  Flemisg,  Forward,  Fuller, 
QnMe,  Gifanofe,  Hastinga,  Hay  hurst,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin, 
HoBpt,  Hydft,  Jenks,  Keim,  Kerr,  Konigmaeher,  Long,  M'Call,  M'Bherry,  Meredith,  Mer* 
iil.Miirirdl,  Ifilkr,  Montgomery,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Northampton, 
Ijlw^isam,  Biwgart,  Read,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Royer,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Seltier,  Sill,  Smith, 
8Bifal|y«  Sleri^,  Swetland.  Taggart,  Thomas,  Todd,  White,  Woodward,  Young,  Ser- 
fiBiit,  Prendent — 7ft. 

Ifr.  Stevehs  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  striking  out  all 
iter  the  word  **year**  in  the  second  line,  and  inserting  the  following : 

**  And  if  he  had  previously  been  a  qualified  elector  of  this  State  six 
aopthsy  and  within  two  years  paid  a  State  or  county  tax,  which  shall  have 
been  assessed  at  least  days  before  the  election,  shall  enjoy  the  rights 

of  an  elector;  provided  that  the  sons  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  be* 
tveen  the  age  of  twenty-one  and  twenty-two  years,  and  having  re»ded  in 
the  Stale  one  vear  before  the  election,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  although 
tkejr  shall  not  have  paid  taxes*', 

Mr«  firincKs  said  it  would  be  observed  that  this  retained  the  one  year's 
re«idtDee.  ibcstiaogers,  which  seemed  to  him,  to  be  little  enough  time  to 
Qshle  them  to  biecome  acquainted  with  the  institutions  of  our  Common* 
wjidih.  Daring  that  year,  thev  will  have  the  opportunity  of  seeing  onr 
Uigislature  in  session,  they  will  have  their  attention  called  to  the  pdioy  of 
sof  Cominnwealtbt  they  will  have  seen  the  whole  system  of  our  intenoal 
isqmaiieiits  in  operation,  and  will  have  become  Cuniliaff  wUh  Ae  affiKli 


160  proge£din6s  and  debates. 

of  our  State,  and  in  a  vhorter  time  than  this,  it  is  not  to  he  expected,  that 
SilrangerB  can  learn  all  this ;  but  if  they  have  been  qualified  voters  in  th» 
Commonwealth  before,  it  seemed  to  him  this  obieetion  would  not  \m 
against  them;  because,  thev  will  previously  have  acquired  all  this  knowledge, 
and  would  be  competent  to  judge  of  our  affairs  in  a  less  period  than  one 
year,  and  with  this  view,  he  had  provided  that  this  class  of  citizens  should 
become  qualified  electors  in  six  months,  a  privilege  which  it  seemed  to  him, 
onght  to  be  extended  to  them.  He  had  also  struck  out  the  road  and  poor  tax» 
beoBuse  there  was  no  uniformity  in  it,  and  he  could  not  vote  for  lU  He  had 
left  the  time  in  the  amendment  blank,  because  he  was  not  particular  as  to 
the  time.  It  might  be  filled  by  other  gentlemen  to  suit  themselves.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  if  this  amendment  was  adopted  requiring  only  one  yeara 
residence,  with  the  tax  qualification,  which  amounted  to  but  a  very  smatt 
sum,  that  no  man  would  be  excluded  from  the  right  of  sufifrage,  except  it 
was  absolute  vagrants.  It  ought  then,  he  thought,  to  satisfy  every  gen* 
tleman  who  desired  to  see  the  elections  protected  from  fraud  and  cormp^ 
tion,  and  he  thought  that  the  Government  ought  to  be  kept  in  the  hanoa 
of  men  of  some  little  principle.  If  this  amendment  was  adopted,  he 
thought  the  Government  of  the  State  could  be  administered  with  safetv  to 
the  whole  community,  and  he  hoped  it  would  receive  the  support  of  all 
those  gentlemen  who  were  in  favor  of  judicious  reform. 

Mr.  HiESTER  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  ten  days. 

Mr.  Darlington  moved  thiity  days. 

Five  days,  and  one  day,  were  alsonamed. 

Mr.  Darunoton  said  the  Constitution,  as  it  stands,  required  a  man  to  be 
assessed  for  six  months  before  the  election ;  therefore,  he  thought,  this 
committee  was  not  now  prepared  to  go  for  so  short  a  time  as  ten  dsysj^^ 
The  amendment  proposed,  required  a  tax  to  be  assessed  some  time  before 
the  election,  but  certainly  it  would  not  be  proper  to  permit  it  to  be  assessed 
on  the  very  day  before  the  election.  He  contended,  that  thirty  days  was 
a  sufficiendy  short  time. 

Mr.  Read  said  the  motion  to  fill  the  blank  was  evidently  not  in  order* 
because  it  was  proposing  to  amend  an  amendment  to  an  amendment,  which 
the  Chair  had  decided  properly  to  be  out  of  order  on  a  former  occasion. 
It  would,  however,  be  in  the  power  of  the  mover  to  modify  it. 

Mr.  Stevens  then  modified  his  amendment  by  filling  the  blank  with 
•«  ten  days". 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  hoped  that  those  gentlemen  who  appro- 
ved of  the  principle  contained  in  his  amendment,  would  stick  by  it,  and 
vote  down  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  If 
that  amendment  was  voted  down,  then  the  question  can  be  raised  on  the 
original  amendment  whether  the  committee  will  retain  the  poor  and  road 
tax  or  not,  but  if  it  was  desirable  to  extend  the  right  of  sufifrage  to  thoae 
persons  who  have  heretofore  been  qualified  electors,  upon  a  six  montha* 
residence  which  he  was  in  favor  of,  it  could  be  introduced  in  the  shape  of 
a  proviso  afterwards.  Thus,  in  the  shape  in  which  his  amendment  atood, 
au  these  questions  could  be  met  without  having  it  shoved  out  of  place  by 
other  amendments.  Those  who  wished  to  see  some  end  to  this  mat- 
ter of  having  amendments  piled  upon  amendments,  should  stand  by  hia 
amendment,  and  then  it  can  be  modified  allerwarda  to  auit  gentlemen  in  the 
nanner  he  had  suggested* 


'» 
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Mr.  Stbtenb  had  no  other  object  in  view,  than  to  get  an  amendment 
before  the  committee,  which  would  be  acceptable  U)  a  majority  of  the  com- 
vittie,  and  meet  his  own  views.  If  the  gentleman  would  modify  his 
amendment  by  striking  out  the  poor  and  road  tax,  and  introducing  the  six 
Miaki'  residence  for  those  persons  who  have  heretofore  been  qualified 
eJBcton,  he  would  withdraw  his  amendment.  One  of  the  great  objections 
wliich  he  had  to  the  gentleman's  amendment,  was,  that  it  contained  the 
fOtd  and  poor  tax,  which  would  introduce  a  system  in  which  there  would 
be  no  uniformity.     In  many  of  the  counties,  there  was  no  such  thing  as  a 

Kn  tax,  the  townships  providing  for  the  support  of  the  poor  separately, 
e  road  tax,  too,  was  not  of  a  uniform  character  throughout  the  State. 
He  had  introduced  the  amendment  before  the  committee,  for  the  purpose 
ef  meeting  the  views  of  gentlemen,  and  if  it  did  embrace  principles  to 
which  a  majority  of  the  Convention  were  favorably  disposed,  he  thought 
gentlemen  ought  not  to  objpct  to  its  being  offered  at  present. 

Mr.  Dickey  would  vote  against  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Adams,  although  he  was  favorable  to  the  six  months  principle  contained  in 
It  for  those  persons  who  have  previously  been  qualified  voters.  That, 
however,  could  be  added  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  North- 
Mipton.  If  the  tax  qualification  is  to  be  retained,  he  wished  to  see  it  as 
broad  as  possible,  and  he  would  permit  persons  to  vote  who  had  paid  a 
nsd  or  poor  tax.  He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
fmtleman  from  Northampton,  at  present,  because  it  went  to  extend  the 
light  of  suffrage ;  but  he  should  evenmally  vote  ag»inst  both,  because  both 
^onlained  the  tax  qualification,  which  he  wished  to  see  blotted  out  from 
sir  Constitution.  If,  however,  it  is  to  be  retained,  a  citizen  ought  to  have 
the  right  to  vote  on  paying  a  road  or  poor  tax. 

Mr.  Stevens  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  amendment,  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  Dell  wished  to  say  a  word  in  explanation  of  the  vote  he  should 
give  on  this  question.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams  con- 
tamed  two  objectionable  features.  One  was,  that  it  did  not  require  a  legal 
Msessment  of  six  months ;  and  the  oiher  was,  that  it  struck  out  the  road 
mdpoor  tax  as  a  qualification  to  vote. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Stevens^  amendment,  and  decided 
m  follows :— >yeas,  59  :  nays,  40. 

Tt&»— 'MeMra.  Agnew,  B.irndollnr,  B^mitz,  Hnyne,  Bell.  Biddle,  Brown,  of  Lniicas- 
ler.  Bailer, ChamlieTB,  Chandler,  of  Che.<>ter,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Beavor,  Contcs,  Coch- 
nn.  Cope,  Craig  Crum,  Cunningham,  Dnrlington,  Dicker.iun,  Dillingor,  Du.ilop.  Poulk- 
nd.  Fry,  Gearbart.  Hendcrnon,  of  Alleghany  Heu'liTt^on,  of  Diuphin,  Hirster,  Ho|ikin- 
m,Jcnka,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Long,  Lyon«,  M  irljy,  M'Call,  McDowell.  M*8herry, 
XeredHh,  Merrill,  Merkel,  Montgom-ry,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lmraster,  R-'igirt,  Royer, 
KoMetl,  Saeger,  Seotf, 8eltzer,  Sill,  8nively,  Stevens,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Thomif,  Todd, 
Tomig,  Serjeant,  Pre$iiknt — 59. 

If  Ate— Maaiva.  Ajrei,  Banki,  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Northnmpton,  Clark,  of  Dauphin, 
Clu%s,of  Indiana,  Cleavinger,  Cox,  Cra'n,  CummiR,  Curll.  Darrah.  Denny,  D.ckey, 
famelly,  Flmriof,  Forwanl,  Fuller,Garohle,  GiImore,Grenelt,  Ha4tingi«,Hiyhurtt,Helf« 
fSMtciii,  Hoopt,Hyde,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Krebs,  Magee,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Cahen,  Miller^ 
Otcffield,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purriance.  Read,  Riter,  Ritter,  Rogert,  Sellere,  Scheets, 
thaOiio,  Smith,  bmyth,  Sterigerc,  Taggart,  White-«-49. 

80  the  question  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  RiAD  then  moved  to  amend  by  striking  out  the  whole  of  th« 
It  smendsd,  and  inserting  in  the  report  of  the  committee  after 
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the  word  '^election**,  the  words  **  except  idiots,  convicts  in  prisonst  and 
persons  under  guardianship'**  and  by  striking  out  of  the  third  line  th» 
won's  *•  cxiuniy  or*\  so  as  to  make  the  report  read  as  follows : 

«•  Sect.  1.  )n  elections  hv  the  citizens,  every  freeman  of  the  age  of 
twenty-one  years  and  upwanis,  who  has  resided  in  the  State  one  year  im- 
mediately preceding  such  election,  except  idiots,  convicts  in  prisons,  and 
persons  under  guardianship,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  district  in 
which  he  shall  reside". 

The  Chair  said  this  same  amendment  had  been  decided  to  be  out  of 
order  the  other  day. 

Mr.  Read  remarked  that  this  was  an  entirely  different  amendment.*— 
The  amendment  decided  to  be  out  of  order,  was  an  amendment  to  an 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  and  in  different  words  alto- 
gether from  the  present  amendment. 

The  Chair  remarked  that  the  committee  having  agreed  to  the  amend* 
roent,  it  was  not  competent  for  the  gentleman  to  strike  out  that  which  had 
been  inserted.  It  would  be  in  order  now,  to  move  to  add  any  thing  at  tlie 
end,  but  not  to  strike  out  and  insert  The  question  now  was  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  as  amended ;  and  if  that  should  be  negatived,  then  ihe 
gentleman  could  amend  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Rkad  :  Then  1  will  wait  until  the  time  comes  when  I  shall  have  the 
opportunity  of  moving  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centre,  said  it  appeared  to  him,  that  we  were  going  to 
travel  over  the  same  ground  which  we  have  already  gone  over  in  amend- 
ing this  section.  He  therefore  demanded  the  previous  question,  which 
was  seconded  by  eighteen  gentlemen  rising  in  their  places. 

Mr.  Cox  enquired  what  could  be  the  effect  of  Uie  previous  question, 
if  it  was  sustained. 

The  (/HAIR  said  it  would  cut  off  all  amendment,  and  bring  the  commitr 
tee  to  a  vote  upon  the  report  of  the  committee  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  HiESTER  said  as  this  was  an  important  question  he  would  call  for 
the  yeas  and  nays  upon  ordering  the  main  question,  which  being  order- 
ed the  question  was  decided  in  the  negative— -yeas,  40  :  nays,  70-— as 
follows : 

Yba8 — McMTs.  Banks,  Bigrlow,  Brown»  Clarke,  of  Dauphin,  Ciarkt,  of  Indima, 
Cummin,  Curll,  Danah,  Dickerpon,  Farrelly,  Foulkrod,  Fuller,  Gilmore,  Granrll,  HaoU 
ingv,  Hayburft,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Keim,  Krelw,  Magee,  Martin,  M*Cahen,  M'Call,  MiUcr« 
Myc  ra,  Overfield,  Purviance.  Read,  Ritcr,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Seltzer,  Shellito,  Smith,  Smyth, 
Slirkei,  Swelland,  Tuggart,  While — 40. 

Nath — Messrs.  Agn- w,  Aycis,  BamdoUar,  Barnitz,  Bayne,  Bell,  Biddle,  Brown,  of 
Lancaster,  Blown.  ofNorth^imiiton,  Butler,  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chaonccj, 
Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Coates  Cochran,  dpe.  Cox,  Cr.iig,  Cram  ,Crain,  Cunningham,  Dar* 
Hngtoii,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dillinger,  Dunlop,  Earle,  Fleming,  Forward.  Fry,  Gamble, Gesr 
hart,  H«^lifenKtein,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hendenton,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Ho|diiiisaii, 
Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Loni;  Lyons,  Maclay,  Mann,  McDowell,  M*8hcn7, 
Meredith,  M«*rrill,  Merkri,  Montgomery,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  NoitL* 
ftffl^ton,  ReigHrt,  Knyer,  Kutii^ell,  Saeger,  8co(t,  8el!enf,  Scheetz,  Sill,  Snively,  Stsrigers, 
Bttvena,  Thomas,  1 'odd.  Young,  Sergeant, /'•-e«ii/Mt/— 70. 

So  the  question  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Chambers  enquired  it  the  effect  of  the  vote  just  taken,  did  not 
postpone  the  whole  subject,  for  one  day.  If  so,  it  showed  the  improprie- 
ty 01  the  rule*  allowing  any  number  less  than  a  majority  to  second  lb* 
fravious  question. 
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Mr.  Mkredith  said,  the  previoufl  question  always  operated  with  great 
bmhness,  on  all  those,  who  desired  lo  amend,  or  discuss  any  proposition ; 
bat  if  it  was  moved  and  seconded,  and  the  main  question  was  not  ordered 
to  be  put,  it  always  put  the  subject  from  before  the  House,  for  that  day. 
He  hekl  in  his  hand,  the  journal  of  the  House  of  Representatives y  of 
1827>8,  and  in  it  he  found,  in  the  case  of  a  petition  being  presented  from 
Indiana  county,  on  the  subject  of  kidnapping,  when  a  debate  arose  on 
its  reference,  the  previous  question  was  moved  and  seconded,  but  the 
▼ote  being  taken,  on  ordering  the  main  question,  it  was  decided  in  tlie  ne- 
gative. Yeas,  37 — Nays,  47.  It  appeared,  that  the  subject  was  put  from 
before  the  House,  for  that  day,  and  other  gentlemen  went  on  presenting 
petitioDfl,  and  memorials.  That  deiusion,  he  apprehended,  was  binding 
upon  as,  as  a  precedent.  The  operation  of  this  rule,  in  this  instmre,  only 
showed  the  folly  of  adopting  such  a  rule,  in  a  body  of  this  kiml.  As  he 
eoneeived  that  we  should  have  to  proceed  to  s:)me  other  business,  he 
moved*  that  the  Committee  rise. 

Mr.  PoRTBR,  of  Northampton,  hoped  the  committee  would  not  rise.  He 
eoold  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  the  city,  as  to  the  effjuu  which 
llie decision  was  to  have.  He  did  not  apprehend,  that  it  hid  been  the  de- 
cision of  LegriMJative  bodies,  that  a  suSject  was  put  fr  un  before  th*^  Hou^e, 
where  amendments  were  pending,  and  if  it  had  been,  he  ho  ^ed  it  would 
not  be  the  deeision  now.  We  have  here,  by  ttome  means  or  other  g  u  a 
rale,  by  which  the  previous  question  can  be  cdled,  in  committee  of  the 
whole,  and  he  ventured  to  say,  surh  a  thing  w.is  n.^ver  heard  of  in  any 
oChcT  deliberative  holy,  upon  earth.  We  must,  then,  aecomm  >date  our- 
sdveSyto  the  state  we  are  in.  What  was  the  decision  just  had  ?  Why, 
palling  a  rommon  sense  construction  upon  it,  it  Wiis  nothing  more,  than 
that  ihe  committee  had  decided,  that  they  would  not  cut  ff  the  :im^nd- 
ments,  which  we  have  made,  to  the  report  of  the  committee.  The  de- 
fision  of  the  committee  was  nothing  more,  than  that  they  would  not  cut 
off  all  amendments,  and  that  Uie  main  question  should  n  )t  now  be  put, 
so  that,  we  might  go  on  making  amendments,  and  perfeiMing  the  report  of 
the  committee,  as  though  no  vote  had  been  taken.  We  must  a  lapt  our- 
sel?es  to  the  sute  we  are  in.  We  have  had  the  previous  qnestiiin  called, 
in  the  committee  of  the  whole,  and  if  the  result  of  it  was  to  he,  tfiat  the 
eofflmitiee  should  rise,  and  we  ^o  on  with  another  article,  it  would  be  im- 
pcwiible  to  te'l,  when  we  would  get  back  to  this  article.  He  was  certain, 
this  never  was  the  intention  of  the  gentlem  m,  who  moved  the  previous 
question.  He  had  no  d(mbt,  the  only  object  the  gentleman  had  in  view,  was 
Is  eat  off  debate,  but  the  committee  had  decided,  that  it  should  not  be  cut 
off,  and  we  must  put  such  a  construction  upon  this  new  rule,  as  will  not 
destroy  the  object  of  introducing  it  here.  In  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, there  might  be  some  reason  for  passing  to  another  subject,  but  there 
was  no  such  reason  existing  here.  We  are  in  a  situation,  without  prece- 
dent, and  we  must  adopt  our  rules,  to  meet  our  condition.  He  hoped, 
that  the  committee  would  not  rise,  but  that  we  would  proceed  with  our 
amendments. 

Mr.  Mbkbdith  agreed  with  the  gentleman  that  we  were  in  a  situation 
without  preoedent,  and  in  one  which  he  hoped  not  to  see  repeated  here.  He 
Btver  was  more  surprised  than  to  hear  the  previous  question  called  for  in 
#oauRlttM  of  ib«  whole  \  aa4  be  believed  \t  could  not  be  carried  if  we 
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have  uny  regard  for  the  duties  of  that  committee.  The  very  pnrpose  for 
which  we  go  into  committee  is  free  and  full  discussion  and  amendment. 
But  if  this  Eule  was  to  he  operative,  the  moment  we  get  into  committee 
eif hteen  gentlemen  may  rife  and  demand  the  previous  question,  and  if 
tliere  can  b3  found  a  majority  of  one  to  order  it,  u'e  will  be  compelled.  1o 
rise  and  iro  into  Convontion,  and  report  that  we  have  had  under  consideim* 
ti'in  the  matter  in  committ"e,  when  in  fact  we  have  not  ctmsidered  it  at  aIL 
A  vain,  as  to  this  matter  of  the  rommittee  rising,  it  can  rise  at  any  time* 
When  the  previous  qnestion  is  moved,  what  is  to  prevent  the  committee 
from  rising,  and  preventing  the  vote  from  being  taken.  Thus  the  object  of 
the  previdus  question  may  be  defeated  whenever  it  may  be  thought  to  tram- 
mel  the  committer;  ard  ihere  were  various  other  wnys  of  defeating  the  object 
of  ihe  previous  questi(m.  As  to  the  decision  which  we  were  to  come  to 
on  this  question  he  cared  very  litUe  about  it,  whether  the  committee  now 
rose  or  not,  hut  he  did  not  see  how  we  were  to  get  over  it  in  any  other 
way.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that  we  should  attempt  to  modify  the 
rule  for  the  previous  question,  so  as  to  use  it  in  committee  of  the  whole, 
to  make  it  an  easy  method  of  gagging  members,  and  cutting  off  debate  oil 
matters  of  such  vital  importance,  and  requiring  such  calm  and  deliberate 
eonsideration.  He  would  let  it  be  seen  how  entirely  opposed  to  e?ery 
mle  of  order  this  rule  for  the  previous  question  was,  and  he  hoped 
when^we  got  hack  into  Convention,  it  would  be  rescinded,  so  that  we 
would  be  at  liberty  to  amend  and  discuss  every  proposition  which 
came  up  in  committee,  without  being  trammelled  and  gagged  in  this  way. 
Ab  to  the  matter  of  putting  this  subject  from  before  the  committee  for  Uh^ 
day,  he  should  like  to  heat  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  upon  the  sabieot« 
and  if  it  was  his  opinion  that  it  would  not  have  this  effect,  he  would  not 
■ay  a  word  against  it.  His  own  opinion,  however,  was  that  the  subject 
would  be  put  from  before  the  committee,  and  he  was  sustained  by  the  pte- 
cedent  he  had  refered  to  a  few  minutes  ago.  He  would  state  to  the 
committee,  that  that  decision  of  Speaker  Middleswarth,  who  was  a  per- 
aoD  of  great  legislative  experience,  was  made  upon  full  reflef'tion«  he 
hating  had  notice  that  the  previous  question  would  be  moved.  This  case 
then  80  far  as  a  precedent  went,  must  be  binding  upon  us. 

.  Mr.  ( -LARKE,  of  Indiana,  agreed  perfectly  with  the  gentleman  from  the 
city*  as  to  the  correctnet^s  of  the  decision  of  Speaker  Middleswarth* 
beoatise  then  there  was  no  question  but  the  mnin  question  pending.  Now 
it  was  different,  and  there  ceitainly  was  a  distinction  between  the  two 
cases.  The  vote  just  taken  was  on  the  question  whether  the  main  qoe^ 
tioii  shall  be  now  put,  which  was  decided  in  the  negative ;  but  that  decision 
only  goes  to  say  that  the  main  question  shall  not  now  be  put,  and  deee 
not  go  to  say  that  the  question  shall  be  put  from  before  the  House  for 
to^ay,  or  that  the  question  shall  not  be  taken  on  the  amendments  which 
are  pending  or  may  be  suhmited.  In  the  case  alluded  to  by  the  gentle* 
man  from  the  city,  there  was  no  amendment  pending,  and  the  quettioa 
was  upon  the  single  isolated  question  of  reference ;  and,  in  that  caiie«  it 
being  decided  that  the  main  question  should  not  then  be  put,  of  course  pin 
it  from  before  the  House  because  there  was  nothing  else  to  take  a  question 
opont  except  the  main  qnestion.  That  was  not  the  case  at  present.  We 
have  an  amendment  pending  upon  which  no  question  has  been  taken«  and 
WO  can  go  on  and  perfect  this  report  through  the  da^*  and  discusa  it  wit^ 
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oat  infringing  on  the  rule,  or  interfering  with  the  decision  we'have  just 
made,  because  tiiat  decision  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  that  the  main 
qQ'=*ttion  should  not  he  put  now.  It  seemed  to  him,  that  common  sense] 
if  nothing  else,  would  bring  us  to  this  conclusion.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
thni  the  committee  might  not  now  rise,  but  that  we  would  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  amendments  to  this  section. 

Mr.  Stkriocre,  would  only  say,  that  if  this  doctrine  which  it*was  at* 
tempted  to  have  established  heie  was  adopted,  it  would  be  the  first  time  it 
ever  had  been  adopted  in  any  deliberative  body.  It  is  the  doctrine  of 
Jefferson,  in  his  manual,  that  when  the  previous  question  is  moved  and  not 
■Mlained,  the  subject  is  put  from  before  the  House,  and  this  doctrine  had 
been  affirmed  by  the  repeated  decisions  of  the  House  ot  Representatives 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  The  con8equenee  of  the  previous 
question  is  that  it  not  only  precludes  debate,  but  it  precludes  Hmendments, 
and  if  you  cannot  go  on  and  ptopose  amendments .  it  removes  all  proceed- 
ings from  before  the  House  for  the  day.  This  then  has  shown  the  Gon- 
ftntion  the  folly  of  adopting  a  rule  periniting  any  less  number  than  a 
msjofity  to  order  the  previous  question.  He  had  proposed  an  amendment 
ti  the  commencement  of  the  session  when  the  rules  urere  under  considera- 
tion, that  not  less  than  a  majority  of  the  members  present  should  second 
the  previous  question,  but  the  Convention  determined  that  eighteen  were 
aiicient.  It  was  now  seen,  however,  that  tlie  rule  was  useless.  The 
|Kvious  question  had  been  moved  and  secon-  e  ,  and  the  main  question 
■ot  being  ordered,  all  the  consequences  attendant  upon  such  a  state  of 
diings  in  any  deliberative  body  mu^tbe  felt  here ;  and  whatever  theconse- 
qyences  would  be  in  Convention,  must  be  in  Committee.  The  first  sec- 
tion then  must  be  removed  from  before  the  Committee,  but  because  that 
was  the  case,  there  is  no  necessity  for  the  Committee  to  rise,  because  we 
have  two  other  sections  in  the  third  article  undisposed  of,  and  we  can  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  these  sections.  The  opc*rition  of  the  previ- 
•BS  question  was  only  applied  to  the  first  section,  and. could  not  remove 
the  whole  article  from  bef(;rc  the  Committee,  lie,  therefore,  hoped  that 
the  Committee  would  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  second  section, 
and  not  rise  and  pass  over  the  whole  article.  It  would,  perhaps,  consume 
the  temainder  of  the  day  on  the  two  sections  yet  remaining,  and  to-morrow 
we  can  take  up  and  dispose  of  the  first  section. 

Mr.  Bell  hoped  the  t'ommittee  would  now  rise,  it  being  nearly  the 
■Msl  hour  for  rising,  and  this  question  could  be  discussed  and  determined 
spon  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  Easle  hoped  we  would  not  discnsR  this  question  of  the  Committee 
rising  all  morning,  but  trusted  that  it  might  be  withdrawn,  or  voted  down« 
■0  that  the  Chairman  would  have  an  opportunity  of  deciding  the  question, 
and  if  that  decision  was,  that  it  did  put  the  subject  from  before  the  House, 
and  this  was  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  Convention  that  it  was  to  be 
put  Irom  before  the  House  by  the  rules,  he  had  no  doubt  but  two-thirds 
conld  be  found  to  dispense  with  this  rule,  so  th^t  we  might  go  on  with  onr 
business  in  the  afternoon,  without  nny  more  consumption  of  time. 

The  Committee  then  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
igiin  this  sftemoon. 
The  ConyeotioQ  adjourned. 
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TUESDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 


THIRD   ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole  on 
the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  heing  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Porter,  as 
amended  by  Mr.  Stevens. 

The  Chair  stated,  that  he  was  well  aware  that  the  decision  on  the 
question,  ''shall  the  main  question  l)e  now  put"  ?  being  in  the  negative,  it 
must  have  the  effect  of  postponing  the  subject  for  the  day.  But,  it  was 
m  novel  situation  in  which  we  were  placed.  An  adjournment  had  taken 
place,  and  the  convention  has,  by  its  own  act,  gone  into  committee  of  the 
whole  again.  The  whole  matter,  therefore,  would  stand  as  it  did  before 
the  main  question  was  called. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifflin,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  as  amended,  by 
•dding  thereto  the  following;''  Provided  also,  that  no  citizen  having  re- 
sided in  the  State  six  months  as  aforesaid,  and  ten  days  thereof  in  the 
district  where  he  offeis  his  vote,  shall  be  deprived  of  his  vote,  although  he 
has  not  paid  any  tax  or  taxes". 

Mr.  B.  said,  he  offered  this  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the 
tax  qualification.  It  presented  the  plain  question,  and,  they  who  are 
willing  to  accept  it  as  an  amendment,  would  shew  that  they  are  willing 
that  the  freemen  of  the  State  should  vote  as  freemen,  and  not  because 
they  paid  six  cents  or  twenty  cents  for  public  taxes.  He  did  not  regard 
the  payment  of  a  five-penny  bit  as  giving  to  a  man  a  title  to  vote,  which 
he  did  not  possess  as  a?  matter  of  right.  Every  man,  it  was  said,  should 
contribute  to  the  support  of  the  Government,  for  the  protection  he  enjoys. 
Right.  He  had  no  hesitation  to  say,  that  the  man  who  possessed  property 
should  contribute,  whether  much  or  little.  This  amendment  would  not 
prevent  such  taxation.  Whosoever  possessed  property  would  he  taxed  at 
hitherto ;  but,  they  who  had  no  property,  and  who  had  fulfilled  their 
other  obligations  to  the  Constitution,  would  he  allowed  to  vote,  as  if  they 
were  possessed  of  property,  and  contributed  to  the  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Every  gentleman  would  understand  tiie  amendment,  and  would 
vote  as  his  conscience  would  say  was  right  to  himself,  and  his  fellow  free- 
men of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver :  The  gentleman  has  introduced  six  months 
instead  of  one  year. 

Mr.  Banks:  The  six  months  is  in  the  amendment,  as  it  has  been 
adopted. 

Mr.  Dickey  :  No,  it  is  one  year. 

Mr.  Banks:  Then  certainly  I  go  for  a  year,  and  modify  my  amend* 
ment  accordingly. 

Mr.  Earls,  of  Philadelphia,  suggested  an  amendment  to  simplify  the 
language. 

Mr,  Banks  thought  the  language  sufficiently  plain  now, 

Mr.  Drnvt*  of  Allegheny,  asked  if  the  amendment  was  in  order,  and 
whether  it  was  not  inconiiitent  with  the  main  propoiitlon  which  had  b«e^ 
idepteil  by  ib$  oommitM. 
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Ttm  Cmaol  md  the  motion  was  in  order.  It  was  for  the  committee  to 
jodfe  of  the  consistency  of  the  proposition. 

Mr.  DsNifT  saidf  the  Chair  decided  the  same  question  on  the  other  day* 
and  the  committee  sustained  his  decision.  The  amendment  changes  wtuu 
has  already  been  adopted. 

The  Chair:  If  the  committee  think  it  inconsistent,  they  wiU  reject  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  said  the  Chair  was  undoubtedly  right,  unless 
the  language  had  trone  expressly  to  repeal  what  had  been  previously 
agreed  to.  If  gentlemen  were  sincere  in  the  desire  to  get  through  this 
article,  they  would  refrain  from  offering  amendments  Should  this  be 
adopted,  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  through.  The  amendment,  as 
adopted,  will  be  weighed  down  by  amendments,  as  had  been  the  case  in 
another  instance.  The  amendment,  which  had  been  adopted,  made  the 
thing  most  easy,  while  this  proposition  wrnt  to  confound  the  honest  poor 
Dan  with  the  vagabond  ;  since,  it  gave  him  the  rights  of  a  resident  and 
respectable  citizen,  if  he  had  lodged  in  a  barn  in  the  district  for  ten  days, 
and  washed  his  cravat  in  a  mud  hole.  That  was  sufficient  to  give  him  a 
participation  in  the  Government,  without  any  character  which  ought  to 
confer  it.  The  woid  **  freemen",  in  this  amendment,  did  nnt  mean  the 
honest  farmer,  mechanic,  or  laborer,  but  the  vile,  the  vagabond,  the  idle 
and  dissipated — this  is  the  creature  to  be  hugged  and  kissed  and  courted.  * 
It  woald  be  better  to  get  rid  of  this,  and  go  to  another  subject,  before  the 
plagae  reached  the  city. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  said,  that  every  means  which  the  friends  of 
miversal  suffrage  had  adopted  to  introduce  that  principle  mto  the  Consti- 
toiion,  bad  been  defeated  by  ingenious  amendments.  When  the  amend- 
ment, offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell)  for  the  six 
months,  was  introduced,  it  was  immediately  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
the  gentleman  from  Chester,  on  his  n^hu  (Mr.  Darlington.)  These 
questions  occupied  the  committee  for  the  last  nine  days.  He  (Mr.  D.) 
was  in  favor  of  extending  the  right  of  suffrage  to  all  free  citizens,  because 
every  man  had  an  original  light  to  it,  and  no  one  should  attempt  to  take 
away  the  privilege  of  using  it.  If  you  exclude  the  base  and  worthless 
people,  spoken  of  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  by  requiring  the  pre- 
requisite of  a  tax,  you  will  also  prevent  the  exercit<e  of  the  franchise  by 
some  respectable  person,  and  every  restriction  will  disqualify  thousands. 
He  believed  there  was  a  majority  of  the  committee,  if  they  could  but  get  fairly 
before  them,  questions  which  had  been  so  ingeniously  trammeled  by  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side,  would  vote  that  the  citizen  had  a  right  to  vote, 
whether  he  had  pro))erty,  or  no  property— or  wiiether  he  had  one  dollar, 
or  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  After  the  determination  of  the  principle, 
they  could  not  disqualify  those  \\  ho  had  disqualified  themselves.  He  would 
not  disqualify  the  pauper  in  the  Bucks  county  poor  house,  who  had  been 
a  revolutionary  soldi»:r;  he  would  not  disqualify  any  poor  man,  because 
he  could  not  pay  a  tax — poverty  was  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  crime.— 
This  was  the  only  opportunity  which  had  been  offered  to  those  who  were 
against  a  property  qualification  ;  and,  if  wc  rejected  the  amrnclment,  it 
wonld  be  because  there  was  a  ccmbinaticn  against  those  who  did  not  pos- 
Kss  that  qualification.  It  was  the  first  opportunity  which  had  been 
offered  of  testing  the  question,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  met  fairly.— 
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Adopt  this,  (said  Mr.  D.)  «nd  my  word  for  it,  we  will  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple afterwards.  I  regret  that  any  appeal  should  have  heen  made  to  ^n- 
tlemen  against  this  propotfition.  Let  us  meet  the  question.  The  ■genllep 
into  on  &e  other  side  have  already  yielded  the  principle,  when  they  said 
they  only  asked  for  the  payment  of  a  tax  as  an  evidence  of  residence*— 
We  cannot  do  better  than  pass  the  amendment,  and  if,  afterwards,  wt 
desire  to  disqualify  any  description  of  personr,  we  can  do  so.  But,  I 
would  be  indisposed  to  disqualify  for  poverty.  I  would  disqualify  none 
but  those  guilty  of  infamous  crimes. 

Mr.  Meredith,  of  Philadelphia,  stated,  that  the  committee  had  reported 
against  the  tax  qualification ;  the  friends  of  the  present  Constitution  had 
moved  amendment  after  amendment,  although,  he  tiusted  it  was  bo 
amended,  that  it  would  be  ultimately  rejected.  Whenever  the  question  of  a 
tax  qualification  hnd  been  up  before  the  Convention,  it  was  always  bus* 
tained  by  a  majority,  yet  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  complains  that  the 
question  had  not  been  taken.  The  committee  reported  one  year's  residencet 
and  no  tax  qualification,  and  the  report  was  amended  on  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Northampton.  He  hoped  the  question  would  be  taken. 
A  proviso  was  now  desired  to  be  added  that  there  shall  be  no  tax  quali- 
fication,  which  would  make  the  whole  amendment  so  absurd,  that  no  one 
would  agree  to  it.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  would  permit  the  question 
to  be  taken,  and  that  they  might  get  to  the  end  of  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Cummin,  of  Juniata,  said,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks  in 
favor  of  the  amendment,  but  he  was  afraid  he  might  be  charged,  by  the 

gentleman  from  Adams,  with  lying  in  barns,  washing  his  cravat  in  mud 
oles,  and  associating  with  the  vagabonds  he  spoke  of.  As  the  gentleman 
had  come  all  the  way  from  Vermont,  he  might  have  been  acquainted  with 
such  people,  or  he  could  never  have  given  such  a  correct  history  of  them. 
For  his  part,  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  such  characters  ;  but,  he  believed 
that  every  white  man  that  lived  in  Pennsylvania,  who  loved  his  country, 
and  was  willing  to  turn  out  and  hazard  his  life  in  defence  of  its  rights, 
had,  or  ought  to  have,  the  right  to  vote.  Is  a  man  to  lose  his  vote,  becaose» 
by  mistake,  he  is  left  out  of  the  tax  list  ?  Is  a  man,  who  has  fought  the 
battles  of  his  country,  to  be  deprived,  by  the  laws  of  that  country,  from 
▼oting,  because  he  is  poor  ?  The  gentleman  from  Adams  must  be  very 
confined  in  his  notions,  according  to  his  own  argument.  He  should  be 
more  reserved  when  he  talked  of  dirty  cravats.  This  amendment  ought 
to  pass,  as  it  secured  the  rights  of  freemen,  who,  although  they  were 
called  vagrants  and  vagabonds,  were  as  good  patriots  as  the  gentleman 
from  Adams.  That  gentleman  has  consumed  the  time  of  this  (invention 
in  long  speeches,  and  ofifering  amendments,  when  their  only  object  was 
to  embarrass  the  Convention,  and  pass  away  the  time.  He  did  not,  he 
said,  know  where  to  find  such  vagabond  customers  as  the  gentleman  had 
talked  about.  The  amendment  was  right,  and  ought  to  be  adopted.  The 
language  used  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams  was  unbecoming  the  dig* 
nitv  of  tliis  Hall  This  was  an  assembly,  second  to  none  for  talent 
end  respectability,  and  he  believed,  that  every  member  wished  to  do 
what  was  right,  according  to  his  judgment,  except  one  who  has  no  dispo- 
sition  to  do  any  thing  that  is  right.  Why  was  he  so  troubled,  because  it 
is  desired  that  the  poor  man  should  have  a  voice  in  the  country  ?  He 
hqied  the  deliberate  voice  of  this  body  would  say  that  the  amendmeat 
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•hoQld  pass,  and  that  no  freeman  should  lose  his  vote,  hecanse  the  as- 
mmmr  Iwd  neglected  him,  or  not  found  him  at  home,  when  he  called  to 
sake  hie  assessment* 

Mr.  DicKBT,  of  Beaver,  said  that  he  had  only  to  inform  the  gentleman 
firom  the  city,  (Mr.  Meredith)  who  had  observed  that  those  who  weie 
opposed  to  the  tax  qualification,  could  vote  against  the  amendment  as 
amended,  and  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  that  the  friends  of 
nnivenal  sufirage  first  wished  to  amend  the  report  itself.  He  desired  to 
ask  one  question  of  the  Chair,  and  that  was,  if  it  would  be  in  order  to 
move  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  itself,  after  the  vote  was  taken 
on  the  report  of  the  committee. 

The  Chair  said,  that  should  tlie  question  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of 
die  committee,  as  amended,  be  negatived,  it  would  be  in  order  to  move 
ao  aniendment  to  the  section  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  if  any  princi- 
ple had  been  settled  by  the  committee,  it  was  that  of  tax  qualification. 
There  had  been  decisive  votes  taken  on  several  occasions,  which  went,  in 
his  opinion,  to  show  that  a  majority  of  the  committee  were  in  favor  of  the 
paymeut  of  a  tax.  He  would  not  occupy  the  time  of  tlie  committee  by 
going  into  a  statement  of  the  reasons  which  had  been  repeatedly  expressed 
on  that  floor  in  support  of  a  tax  qualification,  and  why  it  should  be  re- 
quired. This  amendment  was  entirely  inconsistent  with  that  which  had 
been  adopted — went  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  committer),  and  there- 
fore, ought  not  to  be  adopted.  The  Chair  was  right  in  its  decision,  inas- 
mneh  as  there  was  no  motion  to  strike  out,  and  to  refer  it  to  the  commit- 
tee, to  say  whether  or  not,  it  was  inconsistent.  If  it  had  been  accompa- 
nied by  a  motion  to  strike  out  what  was  adopted,  the  Chair  would,  of 
coQise,  have  immediately  decided  the  motion  to  be  out  of  order.  But,  as 
the  mover  had  not  moved  to  strike  it  out,  but  had  moved  it  as  an  amend- 
ment, it  was  for  the  committee  to  decide  whether  it  was  inconsfstent 
with  the  amend  Tient  adopted  by  the  committee  at  its  last  sitting.  Was 
there,  be  would  ask,  any  reason  which  could  be  shewn  why  they  should 
reverse  that  decision  ?  To  enter  into  an  argument  to  show  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  piesent  amendment  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  previous 
action  of  the  committee,  would  be  entirely  superfluous  and  unnecessary. 
The  amendment,  then,  ought  to  be  immediately  rejected. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifflin,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were 
ordeied. 

Mr.  KcssELL,  of  Bedford,  would  like  to  know  what  the  effect  of  the 
passage  of  the  amendment  would  be  upon  the  report  of  the  committee 
as  amended  ?  Being  inconsistent  with  it,  it  appeared  to  him  that  it  would 
be  nufnatory  and  vuid.  Therefore,  it  would  be  absurd  to  adopt  proposi- 
tiona  inconsistent  with  each  other. 

Mr.  Cliavikoer,  of  Greene,  said  he  thought  that  the  amendment  was 
perfectly  consistent  with  the  report  of  the  committee  as  amended.  In  his 
opinion,  the  tax  was  only  an  evidence  of  citizenship— a  kind  of  register  to 
fomiib  a  list  of  the  voters-^and  there  was  no  better  mode,  because,  by 
the  act  of  the  assessor,  the  person  having  a  right  to  vote  is  identified.  If 
chiaenahip  could  be  proved  in  another  way,  then  the  tax  qualification  was 
iseless*  A  tax  should  not  be  the  only  evidence  of  the  risfht  to  vote.  It 
Infill  fo  bappen*  that  no  tax  wouU  be  necessary.    Would,  thcni  th* 
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have  any  re?ard  for  the  duties  of  that  comm'ttee.  The  very  purpose  for 
which  we  go  into  comniiitee  is  free  ami  full  diitcus^inn  and  amendmeaU 
But  if  this  lule  was  to  he  operative,  the  moment  we  get  into  committee 
eif  hteen  gentlemen  may  ri«'e  nnd  demand  the  previous  question,  and  if 
t)iere  can  bs  found  a  majority  of  one  to  order  it,  we  will  be  compelled  to 
rise  and  iro  into  Cfmveniion,  nnd  report  that  we  have  had  under  consideni* 
ti'»n  the  matter  in  committ"e,  wh(*n  in  fact  we  have  not  ccmsidered  it  at  alL 
Avnin,  as  to  thif<  matter  of  the  rommittee  risking,  it  can  rise  at  any  time. 
When  the  previous  question  is  moved,  what  is  to  prevent  the  committee 
from  rising,  and  preventing  tiie  vote  from  being  taken.  Thus  the  object  of 
the  previous  question  may  be  defeated  whenever  it  may  be  thought  to  tram- 
nr.el  the  committer;  ard  ihrre  were  various  other  WHys  of  defeating  the  object 
of  the  previous  question.  As  to  the  decision  which  we  were  to  come  to 
OD  this  question  he  cnred  very  little  about  it,  whether  the  committee  now 
rose  or  not,  hut  he  did  not  see  how  we  were  to  get  over  it  in  any  other 
way.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that  we  should  attempt  to  modify  the 
rule  for  the  previous  question,  so  as  to  use  it  in  committee  of  the  whotot 
to  make  it  an  e:isy  method  of  gagginsr  memhers,  and  cutting  off  debate  on 
matters  of  such  vital  importance,  and  requiring  such  calm  and  deliberate 
consideration.  He  would  let  it  be  seen  how  entirely  opposed  to  e?ery 
mle  of  order  this  rule  for  the  previous  question  was,  and  he  hopd 
when^we  got  hack  into  Convention,  it  would  be  rescinded,  so  that  we 
would  be  at  liberty  to  amend  and  discuss  every  proposition  which 
came  up  in  committee,  without  being  trammelled  and  gagged  in  this  way. 
ABto  the  matter  of  putting  tliis  subject  from  before  the  committee  for  to- 
day, he  should  like  to  heai  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  upon  the  subieot« 
and  if  it  was  his  opinion  that  it  would  not  have  this  effect,  he  would  not 
■ay  a  word  against  it.  His  own  opinion,  however,  was  that  the  subject 
would  be  put  from  before  the  committee,  and  he  was  sustained  by  the  pie- 
eedent  he  had  refered  to  a  few  minutes  ago.  He  would  state  to  the 
committee,  that  that  decision  of  Speaker  Middleswartii,  who  was  a  per* 
•on  of  great  legislative  experience,  was  made  upon  full  reilection«  he 
having  had  notice  that  the  previous  question  would  be  moved.  Thiscaee 
then  so  far  as  a  precedent  went,  must  be  binding  upon  us. 

.  Mr.  ( -LARKE,  of  Indiana,  agreed  perfectly  with  the  gentleman  from  the 
city,  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  decision  of  Speaker  MiddleswartHs 
because  then  there  was  no  question  but  the  mnin  question  pending.  Now 
it  was  difTerent,  and  there  ceitainly  was  a  distinction  between  the  two 
cases.  The  vote  just  taken  was  on  the  question  whether  the  main  qiiec- 
tkiD  shall  be  now  put,  which  was  decided  in  the  negative ;  but  that  decision 
only  goes  to  say  that  the  main  question  shall  not  now  be  put,  and  doee 
not  go  to  say  that  the  question  shall  be  put  from  before  the  House  for 
lo-day,  or  that  the  question  shall  not  be  taken  on  the  amendments  which 
are  pending  or  may  be  suhmited.  In  the  case  alluded  to  by  the  gentle*^ 
maa  from  the  city,,  there  was  no  amendment  pending,  and  the  question 
was  upon  the  single  isolated  question  of  reference;  and,  in  that  cli»ft«  it 
being  decided  that  the  main  question  should  not  then  be  put,  of  course  pot 
it  from  before  the  House  because  there  was  nothing  else  to  take  a  question 
vpoHt  except  the  main  question.  That  was  not  the  case  at  present.  We 
have  an  amendment  pending  upon  which  no  question  has  been  takent  and 
go  on  and  perfect  this  report  through  the  day,  and  diseusa  it  wit]^ 
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ihe  milly  travelling  around  and  around,  and  finally  leaving  off  where  we 
began.  He  hoped  the  gendeman  from  Luzerne  would  not  press  this  mo- 
noD.  and,  if  he  did,  he  should  vote  agrainst  it. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  voted  for  the  amendment  yesterday,  he 
nid,  and  should  now  vote  against  it,  for  the  reason  which  the  orentleman 
from  Cheater  had  indicated.  We  had,  with  rreat  pains,  built  up  a  struc- 
tve,  which  yesterday  fell  to  the  ground ;  and  hv  hoped  we  sliould  now 
bufld  something  that  could  stand.  He  would  vote  against  tliis  the  moie 
vifli]iirly«  as  the  proposition  requiring  a  district  residence,  which  was  a 
pirt  of  the  amendment  rejected  yesterday,  hud  been  excluded  from  this. 
The  amendment  was  then  negatived. 

Mr.  AoNEw  moved  to  amend,  by  providing  that  the  period  of  residence 
W  confined  to  one  venr,  or  ^ix  months,  next  before  the  election.     The 
viBt  of  this  restriction,  he  said,  was  evidently  an  omission.     As  the  sec- 
M  DOW  read,  fesidence  at  any  period  of  the  voter's  hfe,  would  entitle  him 
tonffrsge,  although  he  might  have  been  absent  from  the  State  for  years. 
Mr.  SEVENS  said,  it  was  cvidendy  an  omission,  but  it  had  better  stand 
■ihis  way  till  the  second  readinir< 
Mr.  Agnew  withdrew  the  motion  for  the  present. 
The  question  being  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Porter,  as  amended. 
Mr.  Fuller  said,  there  was  a  great  error  in  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
from  Adams,  where  he  made  the  provision  that  yoimg  men  between 
T-one  and  twenty-two»  should  be  entided  to  vote.     It  might  be  ex- 
difficult  to  decide  with  accuracy  who  were  thus  entitled ;  and  as 
knw  no  necessity  for  this  part  of  the  amendment,  he  hoped  the  gentle- 
as  woold  strike  it  out 
Mr.  PuRviAKCE  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered, 
Mr.  Read  asked  the  Chair  to  decide  whether,  if  the  amendment  and 
tfttipan  of  the  committee  should  he  negatived,  it  would  be  in  order  to 
an  amendment  to  the  original  section  of  the  Constitution? 
The  Chair  replied  in  the  iilHrmative. 

Xi.  Read:  Then,  sir,  I  hops  the  committee  will  necrative  the  amend- 
and  the  report  of  the  standing  com-uitiee  al.;o,  if  they  please,  and 
taaffieml  the  section  iiCi*ording  to  a  motion  I  shall  offer. 

Mr.  B^iowN,  of  Philatl'/lphia,  said  it  must  he  apparent  n  'W  M  every  one, 
hldic  committee  would  not,  at  this  time,  dispense  with  the  tax  qualifi- 
■Ka.  nor  agrep  to  a  shorter  residence  than  one  year,  unless  for  those  who 
U  ^evious'.y  been  citizens.  Under  theiie  impressions,  he  considered 
hyropositifin  now  before  us,  as  perfect  as  it  could  be  made,  and  more 
nixm  that  reported  yesterday.  Being  otherwise  unrestricted,  he  hoped 
il  fiends  of  reform  would  sustain  it. 
"ntquesiioa  was  then  taken  and  determined  as  follows :— yeas,  85: 


emn,  Ajpiew,  Avroi,  Baldwin,  Banks  Bnrnilnllar,  Barnifz.  Bay  no.  B^II,  BiJ- 

of  Lancaster,  Brown,  of  PhiMelphi.i,  Builcr,  Chiinl)e.-«  ClumUiT.  of  Che** 

■f ,  (Mnrkf  y  of  Beaver,  Chrk,  of  Diup'iin,  Coatee,  (Vu  hrnn,  Cnp.',  Craifr. 

Crank.  Can iiin^h'im,  Cuilt.  Dnrlinctun,  Darraii.  Dctiity.  Dickerti^n,  Donm,  Pu> 

|j%.-7ii>Ik]tid,  Fry,  GearharT,    Helfll-nsteir),  Hendeunn,  of  Allrghefiy,  HtMidcrjon.  of 

Hicccr,  Hopkinaon,  J^^nka,  Ki'nneJv.  Kerr.  Koiiif^  i  achir.  Lon^.  I.vons  Ma- 

,  Minn.  Mariin.  M'Call,  AVDowell.  M'Shcrry,  Merediih.   Merrijl.  Me/kel, 

•  Xjen,  pollock,  Porter,  of  Lanraster,  Portir,  of  ^iorthamptcn,  Porvionce, 

,  Sittfr,  Buyer,  Ri|iseU,  Sacger,  bcott,  Sellers,  Selt^r,  8crri))i  l^fjwcu^ 
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have  any  rei^rd  for  the  duties  of  thai  commHtee.  The  very  purpose 
which  we  go  into  commiuee  is  free  and  full  discussion  and .  amendmeBki 
Bui  if  this  rule  was  to  be  operative,  the  moment  we  get  into  commitlee 
Qif hteen  gentlemen  may  rii^e  and  demand  the  previous  question^  and  if 
tliere  can  b3  found  a  majority  of  one  to  order  it,  we  will  be  compelled.  1o 
rise  and  iro  into  CnnvKntion,  nnd  report  thai  we  have  had  under  con^iderap 
ti'in  the  matter  in  committee,  whpn  in  fact  we  have  not  c(msi(lered  it  at  alL 
Avnin,  as  to  this  matter  of  the  committee  rising,  it  can  rise  at  any  time. 
When  the  previous  question  is  moved,  what  is  to  prevent  the  committee 
from  rising,  and  preventing  the  vote  from  being  taken.  Thus  the  object  of 
the  previf»u8  question  may  be  defeated  whenever  it  may  be  thought  to  tram* 
ir.el  the  committer;  ard  ihere  were  various  other  wnys  of  defeaiing  the  object 
of  I  he  previous  question.  As  to  the  decision  which  we  were  to  come,  to 
00  this  questiou  he  cared  very  little  about  it,  whetlier  the  committee  now 
rose  or  not,  but  he  did  not  see  how  we  were  to  get  over  it  in  any  other 
way.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that  we  should  attempt  to  modify  the 
rule  for  the  previous  question,  so  as-  to  use  it  in  committee  of  the  whole« 
to  make  it  an  easy  method  of  gagging  members,  and  cutting  off  debate  on 
matters  of  such  vital  importance,  and  requiring  such  calm  and  deliberale 
consideration.  He  would  let  it  be  seen  how  entirely  opposed  to  every 
mle  of  order  this  rule  for  the  previous  question  was,  and  he  hoped 
when^we  got  back  into  Convention,  it  would  be  rescinded,  so  that  we 
would  be  at  liberty  to  amend  and  discuss  every  proposition  which 
came  up  in  committee,  without  being  trammelled  and  gagged  in  this  way. 
Ab  to  the  matter  of  putting  this  subject  from  before  the  committee  for  to- 
day«  he  should  like  to  heai  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  upon  the  subieot« 
and  if  it  was  his  opinion  that  it  would  not  have  this  effect,  he  would  not 
i«y  a  word  against  it.  His  own  opinion,  however,  was  that  the  subject 
would  be  put  from  before  the  commiliec,  and  he  was  sustained  by  the  pre- 
cedent he  had  refered  to  a  few  minutes  ago.  He  would  state  to  the 
committee,  that  that  decision  of  Speaker  Middleswarth,  who  was  a  per* 
•OD  of  great  legislative  experience,  was  made  upon  full  reflection,  he 
having  had  notice  that  the  previous  question  would  be  moved.  This  case 
then  so  far  as  a  precedent  went,  must  be  binding  upon  us. 

:  Mr.  ( 'LARKE,  of  Indiana,  agreed  perfectly  with  the  gentleman  from  the 
city*  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  decision  of  Speaker  MiddleswartHs 
because  then  there  was  no  question  but  the  mnin  question  pending.  Now 
it  was  different,  and  there  ceitainly  was  a  distinction  between  the  two 
cases.  The  vote  just  taken  was  on  the  question  whether  the  main  queo^^ 
tioD  shall  be  now  put,  which  was  decided  in  the  negative ;  but  that  deeisicfii 
eniy  goes  to  say  that  the  main  question  shall  not  now  be  put,  and  deea 
not  go  to  say  that  the  question  shall  be  put  from  before  the  House  Cor 
to-day,  or  that  the  question  shall  not  be  taken  on  the  amendments  which 
are  pending  or  may  be  suhmited.  In  the  case  alluded  to  by  the  gentle^ 
man  from  the  city,,  there  was  no  amendment  pending,  and  the  questicHBi 
was  upon  the  single  isolated  question  of  reference;  and,  in  that  ciMie«it 
being  decided  that  the  main  question  should  not  then  be  put,  of  course  jMn 
k  from  before  the  House  because  there  was  nothing  else  to  take  a  questton- 
opon,  except  the  main  question.  That  was  not  the  case  at  present.  We 
have  an  amendment  {tending  upon  which  no  question  has  been  taken«  and 
ire  can  go  on  and  perfect  this  report  tiirough  the  da^,  and  discuss  it  wiil^, 
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out  infringing  on  the  rule,  or  interfering  with  the  decision  we'have  just 
made,  because  that  decision  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  that  the  main 
qn^ition  should  not  he  put  now.  It  seemed  to  him,  that  common  sens^ 
if  nothing  else,  would  bring  us  to  this  conclusion.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
thai  the  committee  might  not  now  rise,  but  that  we  would  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  amendments  to  this  section. 

Mr.  8t£RIocre,  would  only  say,  that  if  this  doctrine  which  it' was  at* 
tempted  to  have  established  heie  was  adopted,  it  would  be  the  first  time  it 
ever  had  been  adopted  in  any  deliberative  body.  It  is  the  doctrine  of 
Jeflerson,  in  his  manual,  that  when  the  previous  question  is  moved  and  not 
MMiainefi,  the  subject  is  put  from  before  the  House,  and  this  doctrine  had 
been  aflirmed  by  the  repeateii  decisnms  of  the  House  ol  Representatives 
mihn  Congress  of  the  United  States.  The  consequence  of  the  previous 
question  is  that  it  not  only  precludes  debate,  but  it  precludes  Hmendments, 
and  if  you  cannot  go  on  and  piopose  nmendments,  it  removes  all  proceed- 
ings  from  before  the  House  for  the  day.  This  then  has  shown  the  Con- 
vwtion  the  folly  of  adopting  a  rule  permiting  any  less  number  than  a 
Btjof  ity  to  order  the  previous  question.  He  had  proposed  an  amendment 
it  the  commencement  of  the  session  when  the  rules  were  under  considera- 
tion, that  not  less  than  a  majority  of  the  members  present  should  second 
tbe  previous  question,  but  the  Convention  determined  that  eighteen  were 
efficient.  It  was  now  seen,  however,  that  the  nile  was  useless.  The 
pRvious  question  had  been  moved  and  secon-  e  ,  and  the  main  question 
M  being  ordered,  all  the  consequences  attendant  upon  such  a  state  of 
things  in  any  deliberative  body  munt  be  felt  here ;  and  whatever  theconse- 
fiences  would  be  in  Convention,  must  be  in  Committee.  The  first  sec- 
tim  then  must  be  removed  from  before  the  Committee,  but  because  that 
WW  the  case,  there  is  no  necessity  for  the  Coinmiitee  to  rise,  because  we 
kave'two  other  bections  in  the  third  article  undisposed  of,  and  we  can  pro- 
eeed  to  the  consideration  of  these  sections.  The  operition  of  the  previ- 
ws  question  was  only  applied  to  the  first  section,  :ind. could  not  remove 
the  whole  article  from  before  the  Committee.  He,  thcreibre,  hoped  that 
the  Committee  would  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  second  section, 
md  not  rise  and  pass  over  the  whole  article.  It  would,  perhaps,  consume 
the  remainder  of  the  day  on  the  two  sections  yet  remaining,  and  to-morrow 
we  can  take  up  and  dispose  of  the  first  section. 

Mr.  Bell  hoped  the  C^ommittee  would  now  rise,  it  being  neariy  the 
traal  hour  for  rising,  and  this  question  rould  be  discussed  and  determined 
ipon  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  Earle  hoped  we  would  not  discuss  this  question  of  the  Committee 
rising  all  morning,  but  trusted  tiiat  it  might  be  withdrawn,  or  voted  down, 
io  that  the  Chairman  would  have  an  opportunity  of  deciding  the  question, 
and  if  that  decision  was,  that  it  did  put  the  subject  from  before  the  House, 
and  this  was  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  Convention  that  it  was  to  be 
put  from  before  the  House  by  the  rules,  he  had  no  doubt  but  two-thirds 
could  be  found  to  dispense  with  this  rule,  so  that  we  might  go  on  with  out 
business  in  the  aftenioon,  witliout  nny  more  consumption  of  time. 

The  Committee  then  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
igtin  this  afternoon, 

The  Conrention  adjourned. 
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TUESDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 

THIRD   ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole  on 
the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Porter,  m 
amended  hy  Mr.  Stevens. 

The  Chair  stated,  that  he  was  well  aware  that  the  decision  on  the 
question,  **shall  the  main  question  l)e  now  put"  ?  being  in  the  negative,  it 
must  have  the  effect  of  postponing  the  subject  for  the  day.  But,  it  was 
a  novel  situation  in  which  we  were  placed.  An  adjournment  had  taken 
place,  and  the  convention  has,  by  its  own  act,  gone  into  committee  of  the 
whole  again.  The  whole  matter,  therefore,  would  stand  as  it  did  before 
the  main  question  was  called. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifflin,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  as  amended,  by 
adding  thereto  the  following;**  Provided  also,  that  no  citizen  having  re- 
sided in  the  State  six  months  as  aforesaid,  and  ten  days  thereof  in  the 
district  where  he  ofieis  his  vote,  shall  be  deprived  of  his  vote,  although  he 
has  not  paid  any  tax  or  taxes*'. 

Mr.  B.  said,  he  offered  this  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the 
tax  qualification.  It  presented  the  plain  question,  and,  they  who  are 
willing  to  accept  it  as  an  amendment,  would  shew  that  they  are  willing 
that  the  freemen  of  the  State  should  vote  as  freemen,  and  not  because 
they  paid  six  cents  or  twenty  cents  for  public  taxes.  He  did  not  regard 
the  payment  of  a  five-penny  bit  as  giving  to  a  man  a  title  to  vote,  which 
he  did  not  possess  as  a?  matter  of  right.  Every  man,  it  was  said,  should 
contribute  to  the  support  nf  the  Government,  for  the  protection  he  enjoya. 
Right.  He  had  no  hesitation  to  say,  that  the  man  who  possessed  property 
should  contribute,  whether  much  or  little.  This  amendment  would  not 
prevent  such  taxation.  Whosoever  possessed  property  would  he  taxed  aa 
hitherto ;  but,  they  who  had  no  propertv,  and  who  had  fulfilled  their 
other  obligations  to  the  Constitution,  would  he  allowed  in  vote,  as  if  they 
were  possessed  of  property,  and  contributed  to  the  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment.  Every  gentleman  would  understand  Uie  amendment,  and  wonUi 
vote  as  his  conscience  would  say  was  right  to  himself,  and  his  fellow  free* 
men  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver :  The  gentleman  has  introduced  six  montha 
instead  of  one  year. 

Mr.  Banks:  The  six  months  is  in  the  amendment,  as  it  has  been 
adopted. 

Mr.  Dickey  :  No,  it  is  one  year. 

Mr.  Banks  :  Then  certainly  I  go  for  a  year,  and  modify  my  amend* 
ment  accordingly. 

Mr.  Earls,  of  Philadelphia,  suggested  an  amendment  to  simplify  the 
language. 

Mr,  Banks  thought  the  language  sufficiently  plain  now, 

Mr,  DsKNTf  of  Allegheny,  asked  if  the  amendment  wbi  in  order,  mi 
whether  it  wai  not  inooniiitent  with  the  main  propoaition  which  M  be•^ 
•depfed  b^  tbe  eQmmitt*^* 
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Tbs  Chair  fiid  the  motion  was  in  order.  It  was  for  the  oommittee  to 
judge  of  the  consistency  of  the  proposition. 

Mr.  DzNiiT  said,  the  Chair  decided  the  same  question  on  the  other  day, 
and  the  committee  sustained  his  decision.  The  amendment  changes  what 
has  already  been  adopted. 

The  Cbaib:  If  the  committee  think  it  inconsistent,  they  wil]  reject  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  said  the  Chair  was  undoubtedly  right,  unless 
the  language  had  gone  expressly  to  repeal  what  had  been  previously 
agreed  to.  If  gentlemen  weie  sincere  in  the  desire  to  get  through  this 
arriele,  they  would  refrain  from  offering  amendments  Should  this  be 
adopted,  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  through.  The  amendment,  as 
adopted,  will  be  weighed  down  by  amendments,  as  had  been  the  case  in 
another  instance.  The  amendment,  which  had  been  adopted,  made  the 
thing  most  easy,  while  this  proposition  went  to  confound  the  honest  poor 
man  with  the  vagabond ;  since,  it  gave  him  the  rights  of  a  resident  and 
respectable  citizen,  if  he  had  lodged  in  a  barn  in  the  district  for  ten  days, 
asd  washed  his  cravat  in  a  mud  hole.  That  was  sufficient  to  give  him  a 
participation  in  the  Government,  without  any  character  which  ought  to 
confer  it.  The  woid  *'  freemen",  in  this  amendment,  did  not  mean  the 
honest  farmer,  mechanic,  or  laborer,  but  the  vile,  the  vagabond,  the  idle 
and  dissipated^ — this  is  the  creature  to  be  hugged  and  kissed  and  courted.  * 
It  would  be  better  to  get  rid  of  this,  and  go  to  another  subject,  before  the 
plague  reached  the  city. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  said,  that  every  means  which  the  friends  of 
vniversal  suffrage  had  adopted  to  introduce  that  principle  into  the  Consti- 
todon,  bad  been  defeated  by  ingenious  amendments.     'When  the  amend- 
ment, offered  by  the  genllemnn  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bkll)  for  the  six 
months,  was  introduced,  it  was  immediately  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
the  gentleman  from  Chester,  on  his  ri^ht,  (Mr.  Darlington.)     These 
questions  occupied  the  committee  for  the  last  nine  days.     He  (Mr.  D.) 
was  in  favor  of  extending  tiie  right  of  suffrage  to  all  free  citizens,  because 
every  man  had  an  original  light  to  it,  and  no  one  should  attempt  to  take 
away  the  privilege  of  using  it.     If  you  exclude  the  base  and  worthless 
people,  fipoken  of  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  by  requiring  the  pre- 
requisite of  a  tax,  you  will  also  prevent  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  by 
some  respectable  person,  and  every  restriction  will  disqualify  thousands. 
He  believed  there  was  a  majority  of  the  committee,  if  they  could  butgetfairly 
before  them,  questions  which  had  been  so  ingeniously  trammeled  by  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side,  would  vote  thai  the  citizen  had  a  right  to  vote, 
whether  he  liad  property,  or  no  properly — or  whether  he  had  one  dollar, 
or  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  After  the  determination  of  the  principle, 
they  could  not  disqualify  those  who  had  disqualified  themselves.  He  would 
not  disqualify  the  pauper  in  the  Bucks  county  poor  house,  who  had  been 
a  revolutionary  soldier;  he  would  not  disqualify  any  poor  man,  because 
he  could  not  pay  a  tax — poverty   was  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  crime.— 
This  was  the  only  opportunity  which  had  been  offered  to  those  who  were 
against  a  property  qualification;  and,  if  wc   rejected  the  amrmlment,  it 
vould  be  because  there  was  a  ci-mbination  against  those  who  did  not  pos- 
sess that  qualification,     it  was  the  first  opportunity   which  had  been 
offered  of  testing  the  question,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  met  fairly.— 
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Adopt  this,  (said  Mr.  D.)  snd  my  word  for  it,  we  will  carry  out  the  prin- 
dple  tfterwards.  I  regret  that  any  appeal  should  have  been  made  t6  ^r^n* 
tlemen  against  this  proposition.  Let  us  meet  the  question.  The  ■gentle-' 
ID^  on  Uie  other  side  have  already  yielded  the  principle,  when  they  said 
•^they  only  aisked  for  the  payment  of  a  tax  as  an  evidence  of  residence.—- 
We  cannot  do  better  than  pass  the  amendment,  and  if,  afteiwardb,  we 
desire  to  disqualify  any  description  of  persons;  we  can  do  so.  But,  I 
would  be  indisposed  to  disqualify  for  poverty.  I  would  disqualify  none 
bat  those  guilty  of  infamous  crimes. 

Mr.  Meredith,  of  Philadelphia,  stated,  that  the  committee  had  reported 
against  the  tax  qualification  ;  the  friends  of  the  present  Constitution  had 
roo\ed  amendment  after  amendment,  although,  he  tiusted  it  was  so 
amended,  that  it  would  be  ultimately  rejected.  Whenever  the  question  of  a 
tax  qualification  had  been  up  before  the  Convention,  it  was  always  sua- 
tained  by  a  majority,  yet  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  complains  that  the 
question  had  not  been  taken.  The  committee  reported  one  year's  residence^ 
and  no  tax  qualification,  and  the  report  was  amended  on  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Northampton.  He  hoped  the  question  would  be  taken. 
A  proviso  was  now  desired  to  be  added  that  there  shall  be  no  tax  quali* 
fication,  which  would  make  the  whole  amendment  so  absurd,  that  no  one 
would  agree  to  it.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  would  permit  the  question 
to  be  taken,  and  that  they  might  get  to  the  end  of  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Cummin,  of  Juniata,  said,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks  in 
favor  of  the  amendment,  but  he  was  afraid  he  might  be  charged,  by  the 

gentleman  from  Adams,  with  lying  in  bams,  washing  his  cravat  in  mud 
oles,  and  associating  with  the  vagabonds  he  spoke  of.  As  the  gentleman 
had  come  all  the  way  from  Vermont,  he  might  have  been  acquainted  with 
snch  people,  or  he  could  never  have  given  such  a  correct  history  of  them. 
For  his  part,  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  such  characters  ;  but,  he  believed 
that  every  white  man  that  lived  in  Pennsylvania,  who  loved  his  country, 
and  was  willing  to  turn  out  and  hazard  his  life  in  defence  of  its  rights, 
had,  or  ought  to  have,  the  right  to  vote.  Is  a  man  to  lose  his  vote,  becaa8e» 
by  mistake,  he  is  left  out  of  the  tax  list  ?  Is  a  man,  who  has  fought  the 
battles  of  his  country,  to  be  deprived,  by  the  laws  of  that  counury,  from 
TOting,  because  he  is  poor  ?  The  gentleman  from  Adams  must  be  very 
confined  in  his  notions,  according  to  his  own  argument.  He  should  be 
more  reserved  when  he  talked  of  dirty  cravats.  This  amendment  ought 
to  pass,  as  it  secured  the  rights  of  freemen,  who,  although  they  were 
called  vagrants  and  vagabonds,  were  as  good  patriots  as  the  gentleman 
from  Adams.  That  gentleman  has  consumed  the  time  of  this  C'Onvention 
in  long  speeches,  and  offering  amendments,  when  their  only  object  was 
to  embarrass  the  Convention,  and  pass  away  the  time.  He  did  not,  he 
said,  know  where  to  find  such  vagabond  customers  as  the  gentleman  had 
talked  about.  The  amendment  was  right,  and  ought  to  be  adopted.  The 
language  used  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams  was  unbecoming  the  dig« 
nitv  of  tliis  Hall  This  was  an  assembly,  second  to  none  for  talent 
and  respectability,  and  he  believed,  that  every  member  wished  to  do 
what  was  right,  according  to  his  judgment,  except  one  who  has  no  dispo* 
sition  to  do  any  thing  that  is  right.  Why  was  he  so  troubled,  because  it 
is  desired  that  the  poor  man  should  have  a  voice  in  the  country  ?  He 
hoped  the  deliberate  Toice  of  this  body  would  say  that  the  amendmesit 
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ihoQld  pass,  and  that  no  freeman  should  lose  his  vote,  because  the 
MMor  had  neglected  him,  or  not  found  him  at  home,  when  he  called  to 
sake  bis  assessment. 

Mr.  DicKBT,  of  Beaver,  said  that  he  had  only  to  inform  the  gentleman 
from  the  city,  (Mr.  Meredith)  who  had  observed  that  those  who  weie 
opposed  to  the  tax  qualification,  could  vote  against  the  amendment  as 
amended,  and  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  that  the  friends  of 
Qniversai  suffrage  first  wished  to  amend  the  report  itself.  He  desired  to 
ask  one  question  of  the  Chair,  and  that  was,  if  it  would  be  in  order  to 
move  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  itself,  after  the  vote  was  taken 
on  the  report  of  the  committee. 

The  Chair  said,  that  should  tlie  question  on  :igreeing  to  the  report  of 
the  committee,  as  amended,  be  negatived,  it  would  be  in  order  to  move 
an  amendment  to  the  section  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  if  any  princi* 
pic  had  been  settled  by  the  committee,  it  was  that  of  tax  qualification. 
There  had  been  decisive  votes  taken  on  several  occasions,  which  went,  in 
his  opinion,  to  show  that  a  majority  of  the  committee  were  in  favor  of  the 
pajrmeut  of  a  tax.  He  would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  committee  by 
going  into  a  statement  of  the  reasons  which  had  been  repeatedly  expressed 
on  that  floor  in  support  of  a  tax  qualification,  and  why  it  should  be  re* 
qoired.  This  amendment  was  entirely  inconsistent  with  that  which  had 
been  adopted— went  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  committer,  and  there- 
fore, ought  not  to  be  adopted.  The  Chair  was  right  in  its  decision,  inas- 
meh  as  there  was  no  motion  to  strike  out,  and  to  refer  it  to  the  commit- 
tee, to  say  whether  or  not,  it  was  inconsistent.  If  it  had  been  accompa* 
nied  by  a  motion  to  strike  out  what  was  adopted,  the  Chair  would,  of 
coarse,  have  immediately  decided  the  motion  to  be  out  of  order.  But,  aa 
the  mover  had  not  moved  to  strike  it  out,  but  had  moved  it  as  an  amend- 
ment, it  was  for  the  committee  to  dei*idc  whether  it  was  inconsistent 
with  the  amend  nent  adopted  by  the  committee  at  its  last  sitting.  Was 
there,  he  would  ask,  any  reason  which  could  be  shewn  why  they  should 
reverse  that  decision  I  To  enter  into  an  argument  to  show  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  piesent  amendment  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  previous 
action  of  the  committee,  would  be  entirely  superfiuous  and  unnecessary. 
The  amendment,  then,  ought  to  be  immediately  rejected. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  MifBin,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were 
oidered. 

Mr.  KussELL,  of  Bedford,  would  like  to  know  what  the  effect  of  the 
paisiige  of  the  amendment  would  be  upon  the  report  of  the  committee 
n  amended  ?  Being  inconsistent  with  it,  it  appeared  to  him  that  it  would 
1^  nugatory  and  void.  Therefore,  it  would  be  absurd  to  adopt  proposi- 
tions inconsistent  with  each  other. 

Mr.  Clxavinoer,  of  Greene,  said  he  thought  that  the  amendment  was 
perfecdy  consistent  with  the  report  of  the  committee  as  amended.  In  hia 
opinion,  the  tax  was  only  an  evidence  of  citizenship — a  kind  of  register  to 
braisb  a  list  of  the  voters — and  there  was  no  better  mode,  because,  by 
As  act  of  the  assessor,  the  person  having  a  right  to  vote  is  identified.  If 
dtiseAahip  could  be  proved  in  another  way,  then  the  tax  qu:ilification  was 
lielesa*  A  tax  should  not  be  the  only  evidence  of  the  risfht  to  vote.  It 
IHfbt  fo  happen,  that  no  tax  would  be  necessary.    Would,  tbcnt  tbf 
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right  of  TotiDg  eease  ?  The  Legislature  might  past  laws  exempttng 
certain  kinds  of  property  from  taxation — such,  for  instance*  as  sheep* 
when  thousands  of  dollars  worth  were  owned  by  men  of  wealth,  as  was 
now  the  case  in  the  county  of  Washington.  Should  such  an  exemption 
deprive  a  man,  whose  whole  property  consisted  in  sheep,  from  voting? 
Trades  and  occupations  might  be  exempted,  and  then  no  man  could  vote 
who  liad  not  in  his  possession  taxable  property.  He  hoped  the  ameud- 
ment  would  prevail,  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  not  only  right,  but  con* 
sistent  with  the  report  of  the  committee  as  amended. 

After  two  or  three  words  from  Mr.  Dunlop,  in  relation  to  the  different 
character  of  the  amendments  which  had  been  offered,  as  to  the  right  of 
suffrage, 

Theques>tion  was  taken  on  the  amendment,  to  the  amendment,  as  amend* 
ed,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Metsni.  Banks,  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philidelphia, 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cleavinger,  Cummin,  Darrah,  Dickey,  Dillini^r,  Doran,  Eart«, 
Farrelly,  Fleming,  FnulkroJ,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gilmore,  GrenelMIast'nga.  Hayhorst, 
Hyde,  Keim,  Kr«>ba,  Lyons,  Magee,  Mtirtin,  M'Ciihpn,  Miller,  Myers,  Overfield,  Pur* 
viance.  Read,  Riter,  Ritter,  Rogprs,  Shollito,  Smyth,  Swetland,  Taggart,  White, 
Woodward— 42. 

Nats. — Mps^rA.  Ayres,  Baldwin,  Barndollar,  Bamitz,  Bayne,  Bell,  Biddle  Brown,  of 
Lanc:i8ier,  Butlfr,  Chamtierx,  Chandler,  of  Chenter,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver* 
Clnrk,  of  Dauphin,  Coites,  Cochran,  Cope,  Craig,  Crain.  Crum,  Cunningham,  Carll, 
Darl'n^ton,  Denny,  Dick^r^on.  Dunlop,  Fry,  G^^arhart  Helfienstetn,  Henderson,  of 
Allegheny,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Hopkinxun.  HonpU  Jenks  Kennedy,  Kerr, 
Koniem  icher.  Long,  Mrtclay,  Mann,  M*C«I1,  M*Oowell,  M*Sherry,  Meredith,  Merrill, 
Mcrkol.  Mont»om  ry.  Pollock.  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Rei^art, 
Royer,  Rux-ell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Selleris  Seltzer,  Scheetz,  Serrill,  Sill,  Smith,  doirtly, 
6teris;ere,  6ti*vens,  Stickel,  Thomas,  Todd,  Young,  Serjeant,  President — 71. 

Mr.  HiESTKR  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  as  amended,  by  adding 
thereto  the  following,  viz:  **Bnt  no  peison  shall  vote,  excepting  in  the 
election  district  where  he  shall  have  his  actual  residence,  for  at  least  eight 
days  previous  to  the  time  of  his  ofi*ering  to  vote.'' 

The  merits  of  this  proposition,  Mr.  H.  said,  were  evident  upon  its  facet 
and  it  was  unnecessary  to  enter  into  an  argument  in  its  support. 

The  motion  w>i8  negatived. 

Mr.  Woodward  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  as  amended,  by  ad- 
ding to  the  end  therecif,  the  words  following,  viz :  **  Provided,  That  free 
male  citizens,  qualified  by  age  and  residence  as  aforesaid,  who  shall,  with- 
in two  years  next  before  the  elections,  have  paid  any  road,  poor,  schooler 
municipal  corpora  ion  tax,  assessed  by  virtue  of  any  law  of  this  Common* 
wealth,  shall  also  be  entided  to  exercise  the  right  of  an  elector." 

Mr.  Woodward  said,  this  was  the  same  amendment  which  was  yetter* 
day  agreed  to  in  the  committee  of  the  whole.  He  was  anxious  that  the 
tax  qualification,  as  the  committee  had  determined  to  retain  it,  shonld  be 
BO  extended  as  to  embrace  as  many  of  our  fellow  citizens  as  possible. 

Mr.  Bell  said  this  was  the  amendment  which  was  unfortunately  agreed 
to  in  the  committee  yesterday,  by  a  very  small  majority — fifry-five  to  fifty* 
three.  He  said  unfortunately,  because  he  believed  it  was  that  amend- 
ment which  broke  down  the  whole  work  which  we  were  for  a  weak  ea* 
gaged  upon.  Now,  he  asked,  whether  gendemen  wished  to  pursue  the 
tame  course,  and  go  on  putting  rider  upon^  rider,  piling  Pelion  on  Omm^ 
iiU  they  break  down  the  whole.    Shall  we  go  oui  like  the  blind  horae  in 
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the  millf  travellinff  arotind  and  around,  and  finally  leaving  off  where  we 
begin.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne  would  not  press  this  mo* 
tiOD,  and«  if  he  did,  he  should  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  Bbown,  of  Philadelphia,  voted  for  the  amendment  yesterday,  he 
said,  and  should  now  vote  against  it,  for  the  reason  which  the  gentleman 
from  Chester  had  indicated.  We  had,  with  rreat  pains,  built  up  a  struc- 
tore,  which  yesterday  fell  to  the  ground ;  and  he  hoped  we  should  now 
build  something  that  could  stand.  He  would  vote  against  this  the  moie 
willingly,  as  the  pioposition  requiring  a  district  residence,  which  was  a 
ptrt  of  the  amendment  rejected  yesterday,  had  been  excluded  from  this. 

The  amendment  was  then  negatived. 

Mr.  Agkew  moved  to  amend,  by  providing  that  the  period  of  residence 
be  confined  to  one  year,  or  six  months,  next  before  the  election.  The 
want  of  this  restriction,  he  said,  was  evidently  an  omission.  As  the  sec- 
tioii  now  read,  tesidence  at  any  period  of  the  voter*s  life,  would  entitle  him 
lo  infirage,  although  he  might  have  been  absent  from  the  State  for  years. 

Mr.  I^TVENs  said,  it  was  evidently  an  omission,  but  it  had  better  stand 
in  thin  way  till  the  second  readinsf. 

Mr.  Agnew  withdrew  the  motion  for  the  present. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Porter,  as  amended. 

Mr.  Fuller  said,  there  was  a  great  error  in  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
iknan  from  Adams,  where  he  mnde  the  provision  that  young  men  between 
twenty-one  and  twenty-two,  should  be  entided  to  vote.  It  might  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  tn  decide  with  accuracy  who  were  thus  entitled ;  and  as 
ki  saw  no  necessity  for  this  part  of  the  amendment,  he  hoped  the  gentle- 
Bin  would  strike  it  out. 

Mr.  PuRviANCE  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Read  a^ked  the  Chair  to  decide  whether,  if  the  amendment  and 
the  report  of  the  committee  should  he  negatived,  it  would  be  in  order  to 
aove  an  amendment  to  the  oricrinal  section  of  the  Constitution  ? 

The  Chair  replied  in  the  iifHrmative. 

Ml.  Read:  Then,  sir,  I  hops  the  committee  will  negative  the  amend- 
nent,  and  the  report  of  the  standing  committee  also,  if  they  please,  and 
then  amend  the  section  nccording  to  a  motion  1  shall  ofier. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said  it  must  be  apparent  n)w  to  every  one, 
that  the  committee  would  not,  at  this  time,  dispense  with  the  tax  qtialifi- 
eitioD,  nor  agree  to  a  shorter  residence  than  one  year,  unless  for  those  who 
bad  previously  been  citizens.  Under  these  impressions,  he  considered 
the  proposition  now  before  us,  as  perfect  as  it  could  be  made,  and  more 
iO  than  that  reported  yesterday.  Being  otherwise  unrestricted,  he  hoped 
the  friends  of  reform  would  sustain  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  and  determined  as  follows : — yeas,  85: 
nays,  27. 

YiAs — Mewtn,  Agnew^  Ajroi,  Baldwin,  Banks,  Barndolfar,  Barnitz.  Bayne,  Bell,  BiJ- 
He,  Brown,  of  Lancaster,  Brown,  uf  PhiMelphi.i,  Butler,  Ch  iinbc:fl  ChindW.  of  Chei^ 
tvr,  Chaiincey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Coates,  Cochran,  Copr,  Craig, 
Cnin,  Cram,  CunniuglHim,  Cutll,  DHrlington,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickereon,  Donin,  Fai* 
ff4tj,  Fonlkrod,  Fry,  Gearhart,  HeliTenstein,  Hender^n,  of  Allegheny,  Hender^in,  oi 
Ikophin.  Hicaier,  Hopkinion,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kerr.  Konig  i  achrr.  Lon?,  Lyons  Ma* 
rlqr,  Ma^ee,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Call,  M'Dowell,  M'Sherry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Mefkel, 
Xontfomery,  My  era.  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porti  r,  of  Northampton,  Porvitncf, 
Mruii  Mifi  Rltt^Ti  Ro^er,  R^U,  Sneger,  l^tt,  Sellerf,  M\$9r,  SerriU,  i$^ki^ 
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Sliplhto,  BWl  Snively,  Stevens,  Stickel,  Swetland.  Taggart,  Thomas,  Todd,  Whit»» 
Woodward,  Young.  Sergeant,  Pretident — 85. 

^AT9— Messrs.  Bigelow,  Brown,  of  Northftmpton.  Clarke,  of  Indiana^  Oleavinger 
Cammln.  Dickey.  Dillinzer,  Dunlop.  Earlc,  Fleming.  Fuller, Gilmire,  Grenell, Ha»>tinga, 
Havhurtt,  Houpt,  Hyde/Keim,  Kieba,  McCahen,  Miller,  Oveifield,  Read,  Rogera,  Smithy 
Smyth— 27. 

So  the  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Read  moved  to  amend  the  first  section  by  striking  out  in  the  second 
line,  •'two",  and  inserting  **one";  striking  out  all  after  ••elections",  in 
the  third  line,  to  the  word  ♦*  election"  inclusive,  in  the  fourth  line,  and  in- 
serting after  the  word  "  elector",  in  the  fifth  line,  the  wonts,  ••  in  the 
district  in  which  he  shall  reside",  and  striking  out  the  proviso  to  the  end 
of  the  section. 

The  Chair  stated  that  the  question  being  on  the  section  as  amended, 
the  motion  was  not  then  in  oider.  If  the  question  shall  be  decided  in  the 
negative  the  motion  would  he  in  order. 

Mr.  Earle  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question,  and  they  were 
ordered. 

Mr.  Dickey  now  called  upon  all,  he  said,  who  were  opposed  to  the  tax 
qualification  to  stand  by  and  reject  this  report  as  amended.  If  it  was 
adopted,  there  could  be  no  further  amendment  to  it. 

Mr.  Meredith  s^id  he  understood  the  question  entirely  different  from 
this.  The  amendment  as  amended  has  just  been  agreed  to,  and  the  ques- 
tion  now  is  between  the  report  of  the  committee  and  the  section  in  the  old 
Constitution. 

The  Chair  :  The  question  now  is  on  the  report  of  the  committee  ts 
amended. 

Mr.  Meredith  :  Yes  that  is  the  question,  but  it  is  in  fact  deciding 
whether  we  will  have  the  report  of  the  committee,  or  go  back  to  the  section 
in  the  old  Constitution. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  enquired  if  this  question  was  negatived  whether  the  report 
of  the  committee  would  then  come  up. 

The  Chair  snid  it  would  not.  The  question  now  was  upon  agreeing 
to  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Dickey  said  the  question  now  was  upon  adopting  the  report  of  the 
'committee,  but  if  that  should  be  negatived,  then  the  section  in  the  Con- 
stitution would  come  up,  and  gentlemen  would  have  the  opportunity  of 
amending  it. 

Mr.  Banks  then  remarked,  that  if  he  understood  the  matter  conectly, 
the  state  of  the  question  was  this :  that  if  the  report  of  the  committee 
was  agreed  to,  it  would  take  the  place  of  the  section  in  the  old  Constitu- 
tion, and  would  be  the  final  vote  in  committee  so  far  as  this  section  was 
concerned. 

The  Chair  remarked  that  this  would  be  the  effect  of  the  vote. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  report  of  the  committee  as  amend- 
ed—yeas, 00;  nays,  14:  as  follows 

Ybas — Messrs.  Agnew,  Ayre8,Biink8,  BamdoIIar,  Bamit?^  Bayne,  Bell,  Brown,  of  Lan* 
caater,  Brown,  of  Morthampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,'  Chambern,  Chandler,  of 
Chrater,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  CoatC!«.  Cochran,  Craig^ 
Cfain,Cniin,  Cmininghain.  Curll,  Darlington,DarrBh,  Denny  ,Dirkey,  Dicker8on,DiUinf«r, 
Dortn,  DuDlop,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  FuUer,  Gamble,  Gearfaait,  Gilmoc*, 
0iinsn,  Sattiagi»  Hayhvrat,  HelfiTenatcin,  Henderaon,  of  Allegheny,  Hendereoo,  of 
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Itaplufi,  Riest«r,  Hoopt,  Hyde,  Jenkii,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  K'Hiigmteher,  Rrebiy 
LoDf,  hyom,  Ma«ee,  Mann,  Msnin,  M'Cahen,  M*CalI,  l^TDowell,  Merrill,  MeHci!, 
Miner,  Miint^mery,  Myen,  Orer6eld,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Laneatter,  Porter,  of  Nor' 
tllNiii|it(m,  Porviance.  Rei<;art,  Head.  Riter,  Ritt<^r,  Rosers,  Royer,  Rnsnell,  Saeger,  Seneit, 
8ehMr,  8em1l.  8cbP«fz,  Shellitu,  Sill,  S  nith.  Smvth,  Sn-veW,  Strri^ere,  Stevens,  SticMt 
Stmland,  Tngtmrf,  Thoroaa.  Todd,  White,  Woodward,  Young— 99. 

NAra— Measra.  Baldwin,  Biddle,  Bigelow,  Ghauncey,  Cleavinger,  Cope,  Cummiili 
Fkiung;  H3pkinson,Miclay,  M'Sherry,  MereJith,  Scott,  Sergeant,  Freiide/U^^l^, 

So  the  question  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Earlb  then  submitted  the  following  amendment,  to  be  called  sec- 
tion  two: 

"  SfiCT.  3.  The  citizens  of  each  ward  and  township  in  this  Common- 
wealth, shall  on  the  in  each  year,  elect  two  persons  to  serve 
as  Inspectors,  and  two  to  serve  as  Clerks,  of  elections,  for  one  year  next 
CBSoing  their  election  :  and  in  such  election  each  qualified  voter  may  vote 
for  not  more  than  one  citizen  for  Inspector,  and  for  not  more  than  one 
eitixen  for  Clerii;  and  the  two  citizens  having  the  highest  number  of  votes 
for  Inspectors,  and  the  two  having  the  highest  number  for  Clerks  shall 
be  chosen. 

The  Legislature  may  bylaw  provide  for  the  appointment  of  such  judges 
of  elections  to  assist  the  Inspectors  if  any,  as  it  may  deem  necessary ; 
aod  sAhOy  for  deciding  the  election  of  Inspectors  and  Clerks  in  cases  of 
an  equal  number  of  votes  for  two  or  more  candidates  for  the  same  ofiice, 
as  well  as  for  the  filling  of  vacancies  which  may  occur". 

Mr.  Brown  said,  the  gentleman  from  Adams  the  other  day  had  told  us 
thiU  on  all  solemn  occasions  we  ought  to  have  an  adjournment ;  and  had 
eited  the  case  of  the  House  of  Lords  adjourning  immediately  after  having 
Mated  to  a  second  reading,  a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties  against  the  Quebn* 
He  ihonirht  now,  as  we  had  inflicted  such  a  deep  and  fatal  wound  upon 
this  venerable  Constitution,  which  the  gentleman  from  Adams  and  other 
genilemen  held  so  dear,  thai  it  was  an  occasion  of  sufficient  solemnity  to 
have  an  adjournment.  He  would,  therefore,  move  that  the  committee 
now  rise. 

The  motion  thitthe  committee  rise  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Earle  said  the  nmcndmcnt  ho  had  just  submited  had  several  ob- 
jects in  view.  In  the  first  place,  it  contemplated  the  doing  away  altogeth- 
er with  the  inspectors'  election  two  weeks  before  the  general  election,  and 
thns  it  diminishes  the  number  of  elections  in  the  Commonwealth,  which 
was  a  very  desirable  object  to  the  people,  inasmuch  as  it  was  a  great  sav- 
ing of  lime  and  expense,  and  prevented  a  continued  excitement.  He 
wonld  have  these  elections  for  inspectors  and  judt^es  tike  place  at  the  time 
of  elections  for  constables  and  towiisliip  officers  in  the  spring,  and  he 
nvould  have  them  serve  durinir  the  whole  year  at  all  elections  which  were 
held  by  die  people.  This  would  do  away  wiili  the  practice  of  standing 
out  forjudges  at  some  of  the  elections,  which  had  been  complained  of  here 
20  leailing  to  disturl)anoes.  Another  object  was,  to  prevent  those  frauds  of 
M'hich  we  have  heard  so  mu  ii,  such  as  the  carry  inir  off  of  die  ballot  boxea 
and  changing  the  tickets,  and  the  election  officers  throwing  away  handfula 
of  votes,  as  some  gentlemen  have  asserted  has  been  done.  He  had  no 
doobt  but  frauds  did  exist  to  some  extent,  but  nothing  like  that  which  soma 
Kamlemep  had  supposed,  and  he  was  opposed  to  the  registry  Law  becauaa 
it  did  not  prevent  them;  and  in  favor  of  the  proposition  he  had  juat  voih 
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mitedy  because  it  would  prevent  them.  The  resietry  law  was  a  contested 
party  matter,  and  so  certain  as  parties  changed,  it  would  be  repealed.— 
Then  if  gentlemen's  sole  object  was  to  have  justice  and  fairness  in  the  elec- 
tions, they  ought  to  have  some  Constitutional  provision  to  secure  that  jus- 
tice and  fairness,  and  he  conceived  that  this  proposition  was  the  most 
proper  mode  of  securing  that  desirable  object.  It  has  been  said  in  the 
debates  in  this  Convention,  that  difficulties  have  arisen  at  elections,  owing 
to  the  partialities  of  inspectors  and  election  officers.  Now,  this  partiality 
was  a  weakness  of  human  nature,  from  which  it  was  at  times  almost  im- 
possible for  the  most  honest  men  to  divest  themselves.  We  all  know, 
when  a  vote  is  presented,  that  an  election  officer  knows  to  be  on  his  own 
side,  which  can  generally  be  told  by  the  artifice  of  colored  tickets,  and 
other  means  resorted  to  for  that  purpose,  he  does  not  scrutinize  it  so  close 
as  he  would  that  of  an  opponent,  and  thus  the  vote  of  his  political  friend 
is  received  when  he  is  not  entitled  to  a  vote,  while  that  of  his  opponent 
may  be  rejected  when  he  is  clearly  entitled  to  the  right  of  voting.  This 
provision  then,  will  secure  to  the  minority  in  almost  every  case,  one  in- 
spector and  one  clerk.  Thef^e  inspectors  and  clerks  of  the  minority  party 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  objecting  to  receiving  the  votes  of  voters 
who  are  not  qualified,  and  persons,  who  it  was  supposed,  had  not  lesided 
in  the  district  long  enough,  could  be  put  upon  oath,  which  would  generally 
prevent  such  persons  from  voting ;  as  he  believed,  the  reason  why  most  of 
the  votes  of  persons  who  voted  when  they  had  not  resided  long  enough  in 
the  district,  were  given  without  their  being  required  to  take  an  oath.  An- 
other object  to  be  attained  by  this  amendment,  was,  that  it  secured  fair- 
ness and  justice  in  the  counting  of  the  votes,  as  both  parties  would  hart 
the  opportunity  of  counting  them.  Upon  every  principle  of  equity  and 
justice,  he  considered  this  to  be  proper  and  correct.  When  one  citisea 
•ells  an  article  of  produce  to  another,  both  parties  are  always  admited  to 
see  the  article  measured  or  weighed.  Then  w  hen  two  parties  come  together 
to  try  their  strength,  was  it  fair  or  just  that  one  of  those  parties  should  have 
the  sole  privilej^e  of  counting  the  votes  given,  an.!  of  saying  who  was  the 
strongest?  Why,  according  to  every  principle  of  jusiice  ami  common 
sense,  it  must  be  admited,  that  both  parties  should  have  a  voice  in  tht 
counting  and  deriding  upon  this  question.  It  was  not  only  desirable  that 
this  should  be  the  course  pursued  to  preserve  purity  in  our  elections,  but 
also  to  make  '  oth  parties  content  with  the  result.  It  would  be  a  very  de- 
sirable object  that  the  votes  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  every  other 
county,  should  be  fairly  taken ;  and  when  fairly  taken,  it  was  desirable  to 
make  the  citizens  content  and  satisfied  that  they  were  fairly  taken  and  coun- 
ted, and  if  a  provision  of  this  kind  was  introduced  into  the  Constitution, 
the  votes  will  be  fairly  taken ,  and  the  people  will  be  content.  It  appeared 
to  him,  that  if  the  patty  to  which  he  belonged  were  in  the  majority,  and 
should  be  unwilling  to  permit  the  p<!rty  in  the  minority  to  witness  the 
counting  of  the  votes  at  an  election,  they  would,  by  that  act,  be  saying 
that  they  desired  to  commit  a  fraud ;  so  with  the  other  party,  if  they  should 
be  the  strongest,  they  in  effect  would  be  saying,  by  refusing  the  minority 
to  witness  a  count  of  the  votes,  that  they  desired  to  commit  a  (Vaud.  But^ 
he  trusted  neither  party  desired  this  as  a  general  rule,  although  frauds 
might  be  commited  by  particular  persons,  on  particular^ccasions,  by  both 

jmroeit    Tbere  was  bo  provistoii  for  judgesi  becaussy  la  some  diftriotf  H 
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might  be  neoeMary  to  have  three*  while  in  othera,  one  would  be  neceaaary, 
hot  the  Legialature  could  provide  for  their  appointment  hereafter,  in  auoh 
manner  aa  they  deemed  beat,  and  provide  for  the  appointment  of  the  appro- 
priate number  in  the  different  counties.  Where  there  is  but  one  judge  to 
be  appointed,  the  I^egislature  may  give  the  appointment  to  the  inspector 
havinjir  the  highest  number  of  votes,  and  then  the  strongest  party  would 
have  three  election  officers,  and  the  other  party  two ;  where  there  are  two 
to  be  uppointed,  they  could  give  the  appointment  of  one  judge  to  each 
ioapector,  which  would  generally  give  the  parties  an  equal  division  of  offi* 
eers :  and  where  three  judges  were  to  be  appointed,  the  appointment  of 
two  of  them  might  be  given  to  the  inspector  having  the  highest  number  of 
Totes,  and  one  to  the  inspector  having  the  next  highest  number,  which 
would  ^ve  the  party  in  the  majority  four  election  officers,  and  the  other 
party  three.  He  had  heard  a  good  deal  said  in  private  conversation,  as 
well  as  on  this  floor,  against  going  into  legislation  upon  the  Constitution. 
Why,  your,  whole  Constitution  ia  legislation,  and  nothing  but  legislation. 
It  was  leirisiation  upon  the  mode  of  organizing  your  Government,  and  it 
iras  le^lation  as  to  the  manner  of  conducting  your  elections ;  and  he  con- 
sidered it  proper  legislation  here,  where  it  went  to  guard  against  infringe- 
ments  upon  the  rights  of  the  people.  Wherever  the  matter  related  to  the 
ipeneral  organization  of  the  Government,  it  was  proper  to  insert  it  in  the 
Constitution,  and  whenever  it  was  intended  to  guard  ai^ainst  evils  to  be 
apprehended  from  the  Legislature,  or  from  the  improper  discharge  of  the  du- 
ties of  an  officer  elected  by  the  people,  it  was  proper  to  insert  it  in  the  Consti- 
tatioQ.  He  thought,  this  objection  might  as  well  apply  to  every  other  matter 
io  the  Conttitution  as  to  this.  The  simple  question  then  ought  to  be,  will 
this  amendment  prevent  the  evils  which  we  have  heard  so  much  complain- 
ed about  here.  He  had  no  doubt  it  would ;  and  he  believed  if  an  amend- 
ment of  this  kind  was  not  adopted,  there  would  be  a  continual  contest 
between  the  friendf>  of  the  registry  law,  and  those  opposed  to  it.  One 
pATty  will  adopt  it  one  year,  and  on  the  next  it  will  be  repealed  if  parties 
ehan^re.  The  gentleman  from  Allegheny,  (Mr.  Forward)  the  other 
day,  had  observed,  that  a  few  illegal  votes  in  a  county  might  turn  the  scale, 
not  only  of  officers  for  that  county,  but  also  for  Governor.  This  being 
the  case,  the  people  of  the  county  must  feel  a  great  interest  in  the  elec- 
oons  being  conducted  in  a  legal  and  proper  manner,  and  this  proposition 
woold  have  the  effect  to  preserve  the  purity  of  the  elections.  He  could 
aee  no  objections  to  this  amendment,  but  if  gentlemen  had  any,  and 
irould  state  them,  he  would  argue  the  question  with  them* 

Mr.  Darlington  Ihen  moved  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  amendment  with 
^the  fourth  of  July**,  which  motion  was  dis  greed  to. 

Mr.  EAMLh  then  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  *«  the  third  Friday  in 
March*',  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered  on  the  motion  to  amend,  on  the 
call  of  Mr.  Earle. 

7*he  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and  decided  in  the 
negative,  as  follows : 

YBAS^Mems.  Bayne,  Bigelow,  Brown  of  Philadelphia,  Batter,  Coitea,  Cammin, 
EsHs^  Feolkfod,  Oanble,  Gearhart,  Granell,  Hiattar,  Koniginarhar,  Martin,  M*ChhsQ, 
MDowtU,  Markal,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Read,  Smith,  Stickel,  I'homaa,  Young^94. 

Navs^Msskb.  Agnsw,  Ayraa,  Baldwin,  Banka,  Barndollar,  Bamitz,  BtU,  BidSs, 
of  Lsacaitif»  Cbambeis,  Cbaadlsr  ef  Chastsr,  Chaons^,  Claiks  of  Bsstii, 
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CUrk  of  Dauphin,  Cleavinger,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cnig,  Crain,  Crum,  Carll,  Darlingtoiiv 
Danah,  Dickey,  Dickeraon,  Dunlop,  Farrell^  Fleming,  Fry,  Fuller,  GUmore,  Haatinga, 
Hay  burst,  Helfenateio,  Henderson  of  Allegheny,  Henderson  of  Dauphin,  Hopkinson, 
Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenka,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Krebs,  Lyons,  Maclay,  Magee,  M'Call, 
M'Sberry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Myers,  Pollock,  Porter  of  Lancaster,  Porter  of  Northamp- 
ton, Purviance,  Reigart,  Ritter,  Royer,  Ruwell,  Saegcr,  Scott,  Sellers,  Seltier,  Serrill, 
Scheetz,  Shcllito,  Sill,  Smyth,  Snively,  Sterigere,  Stevens,  Shetland,  Taggart,  Todd, 
White,  Woodward,  Seargeant,  President — 78. 

The  report  of  the  committee,  recommending  that  no  amendment  be 
made,  to  the  second  and  third  sections,  was  a^ed  to. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  wished  to  amend  the  report,  by  adding  thereto 
the  following  new  section,  viz  : 

Section  4.  Laws  may  be  passed,  excluding  from  the  right  of  suffrage 
persons  who  may  liave  been,  or  may  be  convicted  of  infamous  crimes. 
Laws  shall  be  made  for  asceitaining  by  proper  proofs,  the  citizens  who 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  right  of  suffrage,  hereby  established ;  and  the  Le- 
gislature shall  provide,  by  law,  that  a  register  of  all  citizens  entitled  to  the 
right  of  sufFrage  in  every  election  district,  or  ward,  shall  be  made  at  least 
ten  days  before  any  election,  and  shall  provide,  that  no  person  shall  vote* 
at  any  election  who  shall  not  be  registered  as  a  citizen  qualified  to  vote  at 
such  election. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question,  as 
he  wished  the  question  on  the  first  paragraph,  separately  taken. 

Mr.  DicKET  briefly  stated  his  reasons  for  pressing  this  amendment. 
The  two  first  paragraphs,  were  from  the  New  York  Constitution,  putting 
it  in  the  power  of  the  Legislature,  to  disqualify  convicts  for  infamous 
crimes,  and  to  ascertain  the  chai^icter  of  the  proof  of  qualification.  Be- 
lieving it  all-important,  to  secure  the  purity  of  elections,  he  had  provided, 
in  the  amendment,  that  all  persons  should  be  registered,  ten  days  before 
any  election.  The  amendment  agreed  to,  was  not  quite  so  extensive*  as 
he  wished  it  to  be.  By  the  enactment  of  a  registry  law,  it  would  be 
made  the  duty  of  proper  officers,  to  take  every  name,  so  that  no  one 
could  be  deprived  of  his  vote,  if  he  desired  to  exercise  his  right.  He 
did  not  desire  that  the  benefit  of  this  mode  should  be  confined  to  the  citjr 
and  county  of  Philadelphia.  He  would  make  it  the  duty  of  the  Legisla- 
ture to  establish  it  as  a  general  principle. 

Mr.  Martin,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  in- 
serting, after  the  word  ^*  crimes",  the  words  *'  and  black,  and  colored  peo- 
ple." 

Mr.  M.  said,  he  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  w^ould  not  desire 
him,  (Mr.  M.)  to  be  registered  in  company  with  blacks. 

The  question  being  taken  on  Mr.  Martin's  amendment,  it  was  rejected. 

Mr.  Heister,  of  Lancaster,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  insert- 
ing after  the  word  *•  crimes,"  the  words  "  and  persons  declared  non  com* 
ptUea  mentis^  lunatics,  or  habitual  drunkards,  so  long,  as  they  shall  be  un- 
der the  guardianship,  that  is,  or  may  be*  provided  for  by  law,  in  such 
cases." 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifflin,  doubted  the  propriety  of  adopting  the  amend- 
ment.    He  thought  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  (Mr. 
Dioxbt)  went  far  enough,  and  he  had  no  objection  to  it,  at  all,  in  excln- 
ding  from  the  right  of  suffrage,  those  who  have,  or  may  be,  convicted  of 
iafiunotts  crimes. 
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Bfr.  Forward,  of  Alleglieny,  said  that  the  amendment  offered  by 
die  (entleman  from  Beaver,  and  also  that  offernd  by  ti.e  delegate  from 
Lancaster,  were  very  important,  and  should  not  be  disposed  oU  without 
fiiUf  And  deliberate  consideration.  He  would  therefore,  move,  that  the 
oommitiee  now  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  le:ive  to  sit  again. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

A  division  being  demanded,  there  appeared — Ayes,  52 — Noes,  35. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  progress  ;  and  the  Convention 
dien  adjoarned. 


WEDNESDAY,  June  28,  1837. 

Mr.  Mbredith*  of  Philadelphia,  presented  a  mcrnori:d  from  the 
citizens  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  praying  for  a  C'onsiiiutiontil  inter- 
dict against  the  passage  of  any  laws  creating  lotteries,  which  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  Martin,  of  Philadelphia,  submited  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  laid  on  the  table : 

Refived^  That  the  Convention  do  adjourn  on  Saturday,  the  first  of  July  next,  to 
■cct  agsdn  on  Thursday,  the  twenty-scvonth  of  July. 

Mr.  Sill  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which  was  agreed  to ; 

Ji£99lvedt  That  the  use  of  this  Hall  be  granted  to-norrow  evening,  for  the  purpose 
flf  liH&iring  a  Lectare  ffx>m  Mr.  Holrrook,  on  the  liest  means  of  supplying  the  Schools 
la  Ftooiylvmaia,  with  qualified  instructors. 

Mr.  Meredith  submited  the  following  resolution,  which  was  laid  on 
the  table  : 

R€9ohi€dj  That  the  resolution  passed  on  tho  I2th  instant,  rc^cindini;  ro  much  of  the 
fwcDCj-ihinl  mJe,  as   forbids  the  previous  question  in  comuiiitee  of  thu  whole,   be 
inded. 


Mr.  Cope  presented  a  report  from  the  committee  of  accounts,  which 
wa0  read  twice,  and  agreed  to. 

THIRD   ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole, 
OB  the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Kerr,  uf  Washingiun,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Heister,  to  amend 
the  amendment  oi  Mr.  Martin,  by  inserting  after  the  word  '*  ciimes'*, 
the  words  '*and  persons  declared  noa  compotes  nienlis,  lunatics,  or 
habitual  drunkards,  so  long  as  they  shall  be  nndei  the  guardianship,  that 
is,  or  may  be«  provided  by  law  in  such  cases". 

Mr.  HixsTER  modified  his  motion,  so  as  to  read  as  follows,  viz : 

**  And  also,  persons  declared  to  be  non  compoiea  mentis,  lunatics,  or 
habitual  drunkard8'\ 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  said  he  had  hesitated  before  he  had  offered  his 
flnendment*  for  he  knew  the  committee  were  weary.     But  he  was  satis- 
led  that  something  like  a  registry  was  necessary  to  ensure  the  purity  of 
eloetioDif  and  proTont  frauds.     Tliat  consideration  hiduced  him,  yesterday, 
Vol.  in*  w 
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to  offer  this  amendment  in  the  shape  in  which  he  did  preeent  it.  But  he 
now  believed  that  it  would  take  up  too  much  of  the  time  of  the  committee. 
He  would,  therefore,  withdraw  hie  amendment  at  this  time,  and  offer  it 
on  the  second  reading. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  reported  the  report  of  the  committee, 
with  amendments,  as  follows : 

The  fiist  bcction  was  amended  to  read  as  follows  : 

**  In  elections  by  the  citizens,  every  freeman  of  the  age  of  twenty-ont 
years,  having  resided  in  the  Slate  one  year,  and  if  he  had  previously  been 
a  qualified  elector  of  this  Slate  six  monlhs,  and  another  two  years,  paid  a 
State  or  county  tax,  which  shall  have  been  assessed  at  least  ten  daye 
before  the  election,  shall  enjoy  the  rights  of  an  elector :  frovided,  Th»t 
freemen,  citizens  of  the  United  Stales,  between  the  ages  of  twenty* 
one  and  twenty-two,  and  having  resided  in  this  State  one  year  before 
the  election,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  although  they  shall  not  have  paid 
taxes". 

The  report  of  the  committee  of  the  whole,  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  moved  that  the  Convention  resolve  itself  into 
a  committee  of  the  whole,  on  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by  striking 
out  the  word  "sixth",  and  inserting  the  word  "fifth". 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams:  The  gentleman  has  a  right  to  lecture  hii 
friends. 

Mr.  Earle  :  I  would  make  a  point  of  order.  Is  not  the  fifth  article  a 
special  order,  which  cannot  be  dispensed  with,  but  by  a  vote  of  two* 
thinis  ? 

The  Presioent  ;  It  was  a  special  order,  but  was  postpcmed. 

[At  the  request  of  Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  that  part  of  the  joumd 
which  contains  the  record  of  the  postponement  of  the  special  order,  was 
then  read.] 

Mr.  Fuller,  said  he  had  made  the  motion  with  a  view  to  dispose  of 
the  subject,  which  was  partly  cons:idered,  wishing  to  get  through  that  part 
of  the  Constitution.  But  he  would  now  modify  the  motion,  so  as  to  make 
it  read  "  fifth". 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  moved  to  stiike  out "  fifth",  and  insert  "sixth*'. 
This  motion  was  decided  to  be  not  in  order. 

Mr.  Earle  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  FuLLsm. 
Mr.  Meredith  called  for  the  order  of  the  day,  being  the  sixth  arUcle, 
which  had  the  precedence. 

Mr.  Earle  moved  to  postpone  the  order  of  the  day. 

Mr.  Sterigere  considered  this  to  be  a  motion  which  did  not  necessa* 
lily  require  a  vote  of  two-thirds.  A  majority  was  at  all  times  sufBcient 
to  negative  a  motion. 

Mr.  Denny,  of  Allegheny,  suggested  that  a  very  important  propositioOt 
submited  by  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Inoxs* 
soLL,)  was  under  consideration. 

Mr.  Earle  withdrew  his  motion  to  postpone  the  ordor  of  the  day. 

Mr.  Mann,  of  Montgomery,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion 
to  proceed  to  the  order  of  the  day,  being  the  sixth  article  of  the  Con* 
atittttioo* 
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The  question  being  on  proceeding  to  the  order  of  the  day,  it  was  de- 
in  the  affirmative,  as  follows : 

YxABw — ^MeHTi.  Agnew,  Ayras,  Baldwin,  Barodollar,  Bamitz,  Bayne ,  Bell,  Biddl«, 
Brawn*  of  Laocaiter,  Chandler,  of  Cheater,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Be.iver,  Clea?inger, 
Coehnii,  Cope,  Cox,  Crai^.  Cunningham,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickey,  Doran,  Dunlop, 
Fandiy,  Porwaid,  Fry,  Fuller,  Oearhart  Haatings,  Henderaon,  of  Allegheny,  Hender- 
aoQ,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkinaon,  Houpt,  Konigmacher,  Kreba,  Lon<,  M'Slierry,  Meredith, 
Merrill,  Montgomery,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  PurTiance,  Reia^ort,  Roycr,  Russell, 
aM«er, Scott,  Serrill,  Scheetz,  Rill,  Snively,  Ste?ena,  Thoroaa,  Todd,  Weidman,  White, 
Tamg,  Sencetnt,  Pretident — 69. 

Nays^ — yLemta,  Banka,  Bigelow,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Phila- 
Mplua,  Chambera,  Clark,  of  Diuphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Coates,  Cnin,  Cummin, 
(knil,  Dairah,  Dickeraon,  Dillinger,  Eirle,  Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Gamble,  Oilmore, 
GiMwDy  Hayhnnt,  HeUfenstein,  Hieater,  Hyde,  Jenka,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Lyons, 
Ibdi^,  Magee,  Mnnn,  Martin,  M'Cahen,  M*Call,  M*Dowe!l.  Miller,  Myera,  Overfield, 
Porter,  of  Northampton,  Read,  Riter,  Ritter,  Roi^rs,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Sheilito,  Smith, 
ftnytb,  Sterigere,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Taggart,  Woodward — 55. 

SIXTH  ARTICLE. 

Tlie  Convention  then  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole  on 
Ae  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution.  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in  the 
Chair. 

So  much  of  the  report  of  committee  as  relates  to  the  first  section  being 
uder  consideration,  as  follows  : 

Section  1.  SheriiTa  and  coroners  shall  at  the  times  and  places  of  elec- 
lion  of  Representatives  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  one 
person  shall  be  elected  for  each  office.  They  shall  hold  their  offices  for  a 
term  of  three  years,  and  until  a  successor  be  duly  qualified,  hut  no  person 
shall  be  twice  elected  sheriff  in  any  term  of  six  years.  Vacancies  in 
either  of  the  said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  an  appointment  to  be  made  by 
the  Governor,  to  continue  until  the  next  general  election,  and  until  a  suc- 
cessor shall  be  elected  and  qualified  as  aforesaid.  'I  he  certificate  of  the 
lettim  judges  of  the  election  of  sheriff,  oi*  coroner,  shall  confer  all  the 
powers  heretofore  confered  on  sherififs  and  coroners  by  the  com  missions 
uraed  by  the  Governor. 

Mr.  Bkll,  of  Chester,  moved  to  amend  the  report  of  the  committee,  so 
as  to  make  the  same  read  as  follows  : 

SicnoN  1.  Sheriffs  and  coroners  shall  at  the  times  and  places  of  elec- 
tions of  Representatives  be  chosen  by  the  citizens  of  each  county.  One 
penon  shall  be  chosen  for  each  office,  who  shall  be  commissioned  by  the 
Governor.  They  shall  hold  their  offices  for  three  years,  if  they  shall  so 
long  behave  themselves  well,  and  until  a  successor  be  duly  qualified,  but 
00  person  shall  be  twice  chosen  or  appointed  sheriff  in  any  term  of  six 
jears.  Vacancies  in  either  of  the  said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  an  appoint* 
ment  tobe  made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue  until  the  next  general  elec- 
tion, and  until  a  successor  shall  be  chosen  and  qualified  as  aforesaid. 

Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  suggested  that  the  eleventh  section  embraced 
lU  necessary  security. 

Mr.  Bell  was  aware  of  the  provision  in  the  eleventh  section,  but  it  did 
Aot  meet  bis  view  according  to  the  provision  of  the  existing  ConstitutioUf 
the  Oovernor  is  to  appoint  the  sheriffs,  and  to  take  security,  before  th9 
tMBmitiioi}  if  issued,  It  was  provided  by  the  new  Consnuution  that  the 
iirtteM  of  the  ret^ro  judges  ilioald  ita»d  ia  the  nlcioe  of  the  oontrQliiloQ, 
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instani  the  srierifT  enters  on  his  office.  By  the  eleventh  section  he  is  to 
^ivesccnriiy  fci  the  faithful  discharge  of  his  duties.  His  purpose  might 
be  ref'^rhed  in  another  way,  and  if  so  he  would  be  willing  to  wtive  his 
nioiion  9t  present. 

Mr.  FoRv.  ARD  said  the  difficulty  sugi^ested  by  the  cfentleman  from  Ches- 
ter, (Mr.  Br.LL;  would  arise  with  reg^ard  to  every  ^cer.  We  had  better 
introduce  aoreneial  provision,  that  nil  officers  shall  give  the  requisite  teeu- 
rity  before  they  enter  upon  the  duties  of  their  office.  This  provision 
ouffhl  to  be  sreneraU  and  all  officers  should  be  required  to  give  security 
before  assuming  iheir  offices,  except  judicial  officers. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia  county,  moved  an  amendment  which  the 
Chair  derided  to  be  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Read,  said  with  regard  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Chester,  it  was  not  worth  while  spending  time  upon  it,  because  the  object 
pToprssd  :o  he  attained  i?  correct  and  proper,  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is 
fully  provided  for  in  the  eleventh  section  as  reported  by  the  committeet 
which  reads  as  follows  :  **all  officers  shall  ^ivc  such  security  for  the  faithful 
di«chargre  of  their  respective  duties  as  shall  he  directed  by  law".  A  diffi- 
culty which  seems  to  have  presented  itself  to  gentlemen,  is,  that  the  mo- 
m?nt  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges  is  signed,  these  officers  become 
sheriffs  or  coroners,  as  the  case  m?.y  he.  Now  this  did  not  appear  to  him 
to  be  the  case,  when  it  was  provided  in  this  same  article  that  all  officers, 
b'^fore  ihpy  enter  upon  the  duties  of  their  offices,  shall  give  security  for 
the  fiiithful  rli.«rharfire  of  the  duties  of  their  respective  offices.  The 
eleventh  «ec:ion,  whirh  he  had  just  read,  would  have  the  same  effi»ct8S  the 
a uenrlmfnt  suffjrpgted  by  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny  (Mr.  Forward,) 
aid  would  in  his  opinion,  cover  every  case  which  would  arise.  It  was  a 
pre-requisite  that  these  officers  must  jrive  snch  security,  and  it  seemed  to 
h'n  to  he  a  strange  construction  to  suppose  that  they  miL'ht  enter  upon  the 
d  ities  of  thsir  offices  without  fulfiUiiig  this  provision.  But,  as  the  amend- 
m'».nt  of  the  genileman  from  Chester  could  do  no  harm,  and  it  was  little 
d  fference  whether  it  was  agreed  to  or  not,  he  would  not  take  up  the  time 
of  the  committee  arguing  ahnut  it. 

Mr.  Sterioerf.  was  (rnitiiicd  at  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  because  it 
was  bringing:  us  back  to  Fomething  like  order  and  regularity  in  businesSt 
which  he  hoped  to  see  followed  up  through  the  remainder  of  the  session. 
So  far  as  regarded  the  amendment,  he  should  vote  against  it;  not  beeatise 
he  wng  opposed  to  the  principle  contained  in  it,  but  because  it  was  intro- 
ducinu  loo  many  provisions  in  relation  to  county  <^fficers.  We  might  as 
well  insert  one  general  provision  in  the  article,  which  will  meet  all  the 
Cises  in  relation  to  these  county  otliccrs,  and  save  the  trouhle  of  inserting 
a  separate  provision  in  every  se<'ti(»n.  As  to  the  number  of  taxable  in- 
hibitants  in  a  county,  hriuff  mnde  a  rriterion  for  the  number  of  officers  to 
b»  appniuled  in  thni  cotnity,  he  was  opposed  to  having  any  thing  inserted 
in  the  Constitution  in  relation  to  it.  All  counties  must  liave  their  officers, 
wltcther  they  have  five  thousand  or  two  thousand  taxable  inhabitants,  and 
h?  would  leave  the  re^idaiion  as  to  the  nuniher  of  officers  eacli  county  was 
11  hare,  to  he  h'^reafier  determined.  lie  had  given  some  attention  to  this 
subject,  and  had  prepared  an  amendment,  which  he  considered  preferable 
to  this,  nnd  would  merely  call  the  attention  oi  gendcmen  to  it.  It  was  to 
b9  fQUi>d  ia  reaulution  Not  36,  and  ho  would  now  give  notice,  thM  it  WM 
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hiM  intention  to  sabmit  it  as  in  amendment,  so  soon  as  an  opportunity  of- 
Avtd.  This  amendment,  which  he  proposed  submiting,  provided  for  all 
eounty  officers,  and  he  had  merely  risen  to  call  the  attention  of  gentlemen 
to  it 

Mr.  MsREDiFH  said,  the  amendment,  as  introduced,  contemplates  the 
•lection  of  one  sheriff,  tk  the  place  of  two,  as  is  the  present  practice,  and 
tearing  it  with  the  Governor  to  commission  one  of  these  persons.     As  to 
this  part  of  it,  he  did  not  know  that  he  would  have  any  particular  objec- 
tion, bnt  he  could  not  now  say,  whether  he  would  vote  for  it,  as  he  consid- 
ered  it  a  matter  of  very  little  importance  whether  there  was  an  alteration 
made  in  the  Constitution  in  this  respect  or  not,  because  it  was  generally 
understood,  that  the  Governor  will  appoint  the  person  who  stands  highest 
a*  to  the  number  of  votes  received.     He  had  done  so  in  almost  every  in- 
stance since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  and  he  could  see  no  evil  to 
jeanlt  from  it.     But  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  committee  had  gone  to  an 
uinece«sary  extent  in  carrying  out  this  principle,  when  tliey  provided  for 
the  abolition  of  the  commission  of  the  Governor.     Now,  he  liked  the  idea 
of  having  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
wonid  not  dispense  with  the  commission  of  the  Governor.     It  appeared 
to  him  to  be  highly  proper  that  a  record  of  the  appointment  of  these  offi« 
shonld  be  kept  in  different  parts  of  the  State,  so  that  persons  at  a  dis- 
may have  the  opportunity  of  enquiry,  at  the  proper  office,  to  ascer- 
tain to  whom  a  process  was  to  be  sent,  or  on  whom  it  was  to  be  served,  in 
ease  the  officer  did  not  discharge  his  duty  faithfully.     This  record  would 
be  pieservedby  having  the  commission  of  the  sheriff  lecordcd  in  the  Sec- 
Tetary*8  ofCce  here,  and  in  the  clerk's  office  of  the  county  to  which  he  be- 
lonired ;  and  success  could  easily  be  had  to  these  records,  whereas,  if  per- 
aona  had  to  hunt  after  the  certificates  of  return  judges,  some  three  or  four 
years  after  the  election  was  held,  it  might  lead  to  crreat  diflliculty.     The 
matter,  too,  of  the  sheriff's  givinj?  security,  was  of  the  highest  importance 
to  the  people.     It  was  a  matter  which  should  rercive  the  closest  scrutiny 
of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  who  were  to  pass  upon  the 
teearity,  because  it  frequently  happened  that  those  securities  were  called 
apon  for  the  payment  of  money  which  came  into  the  sheriff's  hands,  and 
which  he  is  unable  to  pay.     We  know,  now,  that  a  sheriff  cannot  receive 
a  commission,  and  enter  upon  the  disch;irgc  of  the  duties  of  his  ofl^ce,  until 
he  has  complied  with  th^  provisions  of  the  law,  and  given  security  which 
is  aatisfactory  to  the  Jiulj^es  of  the  court  of  his  county,  and  the  Governor  of 
the  State.     But  when  you  employ  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges  of 
the  election,  in  lieu  of  a  commission  by  the  Governor,  it  may  be  a  question 
whether  ihnt  certificnie  ij*  not  iheciownine  operation — and  fixes  him  in  of- 
fice from  that  moment,  without  any  regard  to  the  security  lie  may  be  able 
to  five.     We  all  know  that  iht;  Governor  refiinos   lo  fjive  a  commission 
until  bond  and  security  arc  ^;^ivt  n,  and  he  Ir  satiiffit^d  that  it  is  good  and  suf- 
ficient.    He  trusted  that  part  of  the  old  Constitution,  at  least,  would  be 
permitted  to  remain,  so  that  wo  miglu  hare  the  additional  guard  of  a  com* 
mifsion.,  duly  recorded,  and  the  check  of  the  Governor  in  issuing  it.  There 
another  objection  whit'li  he  had  to  this  amendment.     Suppose  the 
ofti  contested  election  of  a  sheriff,  were  the  people  to  be  bound  by  the 
sere  certificate  of  the  return  jud^^es?    Or  suppose  that  the  return  judges 

msk«  •  mifftaket  wha(  means  will  ycu  have  of  correcting  the  error  ?    Aro 
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you  to  trust  to  them  alone  to  re-examine  the  ballot  boxes  and  make  up  a 
decision  which  is  to  be  binding  on  the  freemen  of  the  county  ?  Is  their 
certificate  to  be  final  and  conclusive,  whether  there  may  have  been  a  mis- 
take in  counting  the  ballots,  or  illegal  votes  received  at  the  election,  ornot? 
He  did  not  believe  that  this  matter  had  occurred  (p  the  committee  at  the 
time  they  made  their  report,  as  he  had  no  doubt  it  was  not  their  intention 
to  introduce  into  the  Constitution  a  clause  calculated  to  produce  embarrass- 
ment and  confusion.  He  trusted  that  the  gentleman  from  Chester  would 
at  least  so  modify  his  amendment,  as  to  leave  the  commissioning  of  these 
ofiicers  with  the  Governor. 

Mr.  Bell  then  withdrew  his  amendment,  and  moved  to  strike  out  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  all  aftei  the  word  '*  aforesaid",  in  the  eighth  line, 
which  is  lliat  part  of  the  report  in  relation  to  the  certificates  of  return 
judges  confering  all  the  powers  heretofore  confered  by  commissions  issued 
by  the  Governor. 

Mr.  Merrill  would  request  some  members  of  the  committee  to  stale 
some  of  the  reasons  which  induced  the  committee  to  make  these  changes 
in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Read  said,  he  would  answer  the  gentleman  from  Union  in  a  very 
few  words.  His  reason  for  inserting  this  clause  in  the  report,  which  the 
gentleman  from  Chester  had  just  moved  to  strike  out,  were  these.  It  was 
a  pretty  good  general  rule,  that  when  the  reason  for  a  thing  ceased  to 
exist,  the  thing  itself  should  cease  to  exist.  Now,  the  only  reason  why 
the  Governor,  under  the  present  Constituticm,  issues  a  commission  to  a 
sheriff,  was,  that  two  persons  were  to  be  elected  by  the  people,  and  the 
Governor  had  the  option  of  appointing  either.  To  be  sure,  in  practice,  he 
has  generally  conformed  to  the  public  sentiment,  and  appointed  the  person 
highest  on  the  return,  but  he  was  under  no  obligation  to  do  so,  and  in 
some  instances  he  had  not  done  so.  Having  taken  the  appointment  of 
sheriflf  from  the  Governor,  and  having  given  his  election  to  the  people  en- 
tirely, he  could  see  no  more  reason  why  the  Governor  should  issue  a 
commission  to  him,  than  to  the  county  commissioners,  or  any  other 
county  ofiicers.  Was  there  any  reason  why  he  should  issue  a  commis- 
sion to  a  county  commissioner  ?  No  sir:  and  why  ?  Because  there  was 
hot  one  elected,  and  he  is  the  officer,  and  the  certificate  of  the  return 
judges  is  all  that  is  necessary  to  make  him  the  ofilicer.  As  to  the  evidence 
of  his  being  the  ofiicer,  which  the  gentleman  from  the  city  had  spoken  of, 
it  would  be  an  easy  matter  for  the  Legislature  to  provide,  by  law,  that  a 
record  of  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges  should  be  sent  to  tlie  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  (Commonwealth,  which  would  answer  every  pur* 
pose  of  the  record  of  the  commission  of  the  shcrifi*.  This  would  save 
the  sheriflTs  considerable  trouble  and  expense  in  coming  to  Hanisburg, 
from  a  distance,  to  get  their  commissions  :  and,  when  they  were  got, 
they  gave  the  ofiicers  no  more  power  than  would  be  confered  upon  them 
by  the  more  simple,  easy,  and  cheap  mode  of  adopting  the  certificates  of 
the  return  judges,  as  a  substitute  for  commissions.  To  be  leaving  with 
the  Governor  the  commissioning  of  these  ofiicers,  would  bo  confering 
upon  him  the  privilege  of  istqing  commissions  to  offioefs  over  whom  he 
bad  no  power;  and,  this  matter  of  allowing  the  Governor  to  select  be« 
twtsn  two  personif  to  fill  the  oAos  of  pheriff,  should  ba  blotted  ttom  oni 

p(W»rttuil«9 1  Immtf  I M  wm  uotbini  morv  i)Qf  It ii  ibin  » riUot  of  t^ 
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ancient  principle,  that  the  sheriff  was  the  representative  in  fact  of  the 
king.  Now,  it  seemed  to  him,  that  these  reasons  were  sufficient  for 
adopting  this  clause  in  preference  to  the  old  section  in  the  Constitution ; 
and,  he lioped,  as  a  matter  of  convenience  to  the  public,  and  economy  to 
the  candidates,  and  justice  to  the  citizens  of  the  Commonwealtht  that  it 
'would  be  adopted.       • 

Mr.  Woodward  thought,  that  the  reason  given  by  the  gentleman  from 
Susquehanna,  in  support  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  were  the  very 
best  reasons  why  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester  ought  to 
prevail.    It  seemed  to  him,  that  the  only  practical  evil  which  existed 
under  the  old  Constitution,  in  this  particular,  was  the  Governor  having 
the  choice  between  the  two  persons  who  were  returned  to  him,  thus 
giving  him  the  power  of  defeating  the  public  will,  by  the  appointment  of 
the  minority  candidate.  Now,  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  commhtee 
provides,  that  there  shall  be  but  one  percon  elected  to  this  office,  so  that 
there  would  be  no  means  left  with  the  Governor  of  defeating  the  public 
will,   and  the  commiitsioning  of  the  officer  c^ould  now  be   left  in   hit 
hands,  without  any  of  the  dangerous  consequences  which  heretofore  have 
existed.    It  was,  in  fact,  necessary  that  the  Governor  should  commission 
these  officers,  so  that  a  record  might  be  preserved  as  official  evidence  of 
their  holding  and  exercising  the  office.    Some  kind  of  a  record  was  in* 
diapensably  necessary,  and  he  did  not  know  of  any  one  which  would  be 
more  convenient  than  the  record  of  the  commission  given  by  the  Gover- 
nor, which  would  be  on  record  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com* 
nionwealth,  and  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  court  of  the  county  in 
which  the  sheriff  resided.     He  would  have  the  sheriffs  commissioned 
precisely  for  the  same  reason  for  which  the  militia  offjc^^rs  were  commis- 
•iooed,  not  because  the  Governor  had  any  voice  in  their  selection,  but 
beeaose  he  wished  to  have  an  authentic  record  of  their  commissions  in 
aome  place,  to  which  the  public  could  have  access.     He  concureJ  entirely 
in  the  suggestions  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Mbredith)  as 
to  the  necessity  of  commissions  being  issued  by  the  Governor  to  sheriffs, 
and  he  believed,  if  the  amendment  on  this  subject  prevailed,  that  no  evil 
would  result  from  it.     He  was  in  favor  of  resigning  to  the  Governor  the 
commissioning  of  sheriffs,  and  if  the  11th  section,  providing  for  the  secu- 
rity of  these  officers  be  adopted,  as  he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be,  these 
commissions  will  be  an  evidence  that  this  security  is  given,  and  that  it  is 
sofficienL     Thus,  all  the  advantages  of  the  old  Constitution  will  be  re- 
tained, and  all  the  disadvantages  he  had  ever  understood  to  result  from  it, 
avoided.     He  knew  there  had  been  evils  experienced  under  the  old  Con- 
etitation  in  this  respect.     In  the  county  of  Luzerne,  they  had  an  instance 
of  two  persons  being  returned  to  the  Governor  for  the  office  of  sheriff* 
and  the  Governor  commissioned  the  one  who  had  the  smallest  number  of 
votes  of  the  two,  thus  defeating  the  express  will  of  the  people ;  and,  tliie 
nay  have  been  the  case  in  other  counties,  and  he  believed  he  had  heard 
of  similar  instances  to  this  in  some  of  the  counties  of  the  Bute.    Now» 
he  believed,  this  to  be  a  great  and  serious  evil,  because  he  held  that,  when 
die  people  have  deliberately  chosen  a  sheriff  for  a  particular  county,  they 
have  the  right  to  the  services  of  that  individual ;  and,  he  never  would  con* 
cent  to  give  the  Governor  the  power  to  defeat  the  public  will,  and  five  to 
die  people  en  offioer  which  was  not  their  choice.    Tben»  he  would  retain 
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tiie  eommission  of  the  sheriffs,  for  the  purpose  of  having  official  evidence 
of  the  existence  of  such  officer,  to  which  the  people  could,  at  any  time, 
and  on  all  occasions,  refer,  when  they  thought  necessary  so  to  do.  He 
trusted  the  amendment  would  be  agreed  to,  and  that  the  Executive  com- 
mission will  be  retained. 

Mr.  Merrill  was  opposed  to  making  changes  in  the  Constitution,  upon 
mere  guess  work.  It  whs  true,  as  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  said» 
he  could  see  no  evils  to  arise  from  this  change,  nor  did  he  know,  that  any 
one  now,  could  point  out  any  evil,  which  would  probably  result  from  it ; 
but,  he  knew  of  no  evil  results,  which  had  arisen  from  the  old  Constita* 
lion,  in  this  re^spect.  and  therefore,  he  would  not  change  an  old,  and  well 
established  principle,  for  a  new,  and  untried  one.  He  then,  objected  to 
this,  because  it  was  a  new  principle,  and  there  was  no  telling  how  it 
woftld  work  in  practice;  and  any  principle,  the  correctness  of  which 
could  not  already  be  demonstrated,  he  thought,  ought  not  to  be  adopted. 
In  looking  through  this  report,  he  found  the  commissions  of  the  Governor 
to  the  sheriffs,  were  to  be  dispensed  with.  Then  the  Legislature  would 
have  to  provide  some  means,  by  which  the  evidence  of  the  existence  of 
inch  officers  was  to  be  preserved,  in  some  office  in  the  Commonwealth; 
and  he  could  not  see  the  necessity,  of  throwing  away  the  highest  evidence, 
which  can  be  obtained,  for  some  other,  which  may,  or  may  not  be,  equal- 
ly satisfactoiy.  We  do  not  know,  that  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges, 
will  answer  as  good  a  purpose,  as  the  commission  of  the  Governor. 
The  commission  of  the  Governor  is  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Secre* 
tary  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  court  of 
the  county  in  which  the  sheriff  resides.  Now,  he  knew  of  an  instance, 
which  came  under  his  own  notice,  where  the  record,  in  the  office  of  the 
clerk  of  the  court,  varied  from  the  original  record,  which  made  it  entirely 
useless ;  and  the  consequence  was,  that  he  could  not  sustain  a  suit,  whicn 
he  had  brought,  until  he  sent  to  the  office  of  the  secretary  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  obtained  a  certified  copy,  from  the  original  record.  There 
cannot,  then,  be  too  much  care  taken,  in  matters  of  this  kind,  so  that  the 
public  may  not  be  made  to  suffer  by  it :  and  he  would  retain  all  the 
checks  and  guards,  which  he  could.  These  officers  ought  to  give  the  best 
fecurity,  and  the  evidence  of  their  having  done  so,  ought  to  be  retained. 
If  the  practice  of  commissioning  sheriffs  should  be  dispensed  with,  men 
might  get  in  to  be  sheriffs,  who  would  not  be  able  to  obtiin  the  necessary 
security,  and  if  they  did  not  conduct  themselves  pioperly,  the  community 
at  large  would  be  the  sufferers  by  it  He  hoped  the  amendment  to  strike 
out  this  provision  would  prevail,  and  that  all  these  officers  should  receive 
commissions  from  the  Governor. 

Mr.  Brown  had  heard  it  suggested  by  some  gentlemen,  that  the  return 
judges  might  commit  an  enor,  in  making  out  their  returns,  or  that  fraud 
might  be  practiced  in  the  elections,  and  that  there  ought  to  be  a  power 
somewhere,  to  correct  this.  Now,  he  would  ask  the  gentleman,  wno  ad* 
iranced  that  idea,  whether  it  was  intended  to  make  the  Governor  a  judge, 
in  matters  of  this  kind  T  Was  it  the  certiticate  of  the  return  judges,  which 
was  to  be  the  evidence  of  the  election  of  the  officers,  or  was  it  the  com* 
mission  of  the  Governor,  which  was  to  be  the  evidence  of  his  election ! 
If  the  Governor  was  to  take  the  certificate  of  the  judges,  as  evidence  of 
Ibi  tleetion  of  the  sheriff,  and  make  out  his  commission  upon  that  e?i» 
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dance,  he  should  not  have  nny  objection  to  go  for  it ;  hut,  if  he  was  to 
Iwve  the  power  to  disregard  this  certiiicatp,  and  eet  himself  up  fitr  a  judge 
in  the  case,  he  must  go  against  graniing  him  any  such  power,  ns  he  appre- 
hended, that  greater  evil  would  arise,  from  leaving  with  him  a  power  of 
this  kind,  than  allowing  tliat  section  of  the  Con<!$titution,  to  remain  as  at 
present. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  it  was  not  intended  to  leave  the  Governor  any  such  su- 
pervising power.      He  was  not  to  have  any  control  over  the  decision  of 
the  return  judges  at  all,  but  wa«i  merely  to  have  the  power  to  issue  a 
commission  when  salisfaet<irv  e^iJence  was  exhibiie  I  to  him  of  the  elec- 
tkm  of  the  sheriflT.      He  had  risen    to  say  a  fww  words  in  support  of  the 
amendment  he  ha;l  proposed,  which  he  had  found  some  iHH^iculiy  in  get- 
ting before  the  Convention  in  a  proper  shape.      It  seemed  to  him,  howev- 
er, tliat  the  course  he  wa.^  now  pursuinir.  was  the  m  st  appropriate  means 
tf  reaching  his  object.     At  the  outset  of  the  Coiiveiition,  it  was  avowed  by 
fratleinen,  that  no  alteration  would  be  mide  in  the  Cons<titution  unless 
for  good  and  satis:fact(*ry  reasons,  an  I  thai  no  change  would  be  made  for 
the  mere   sake  of  chancre.      AVas  there  any  reasrui  why  tlie  Gover.or 
ihould,  in  the  case  of  a  sheriff,  igsne  a  commission  before  the  oHicer  enters 
ipon  the  duties  of  his  oflico ?     There  was  a  na-^on  particularly  applica- 
ble to  the  office  of  sheriff.      He  is  not  only  entrusted  with  the  persons  of 
the  people,  but  he  is  entrusted  with  their  properly  to  a  l.irge  amount,  and 
if  gentlemen  will  only  turn  their  eyes  to  the  acts  of  Assrmhly  to   bo 
found  in  the  digest  which  wo  have  voti'J  ourselves,  they  will  liiid  that 
iheriiTs  ,\re  obliired,  by  those  acts,  to  give  security  to  a  very  large  amount, 
tube  approved  by  certain  judiciMl  ofllcers  of  the  couniy;  and,  as  an  'tddition- 
d  security  to  the  puhlic,  this  security  is  to  be  approved  by  the  Governor 
of  the  Commonwealth.     Now,  one  of  lite  olijecis  of  the  report  of  ihe  com- 
mittee, as  it  stood  in  the  fiist  instance,  would  he  to  take  away  from  the 
comraunity  one  of  the  securities  they  now  have  for  their  persons,  and  the 
proiection  of  their  property,  to  wii:  the  approbation  of  the  Governor  of 
the  security  given  by  those  ofHcers.     Ii  is  in  fjci  a  ri-peal  of  an  act  of  the 
Legislature  on  this  sui>ject.      Now»  gentlemen  have  here  introduced  in 
this  report  of  the  committee  amendments  never  called  for  by  the  people, 
and  amendments  tjo,  which  had  the  extraordinary  effect  of  repealing  acts 
of  the  Legislature:  hecause  the  l«egislatnre,  by  an  act  passed  in  the  year 
1834,  made  it  ihe  duly  ol*  ihe  Governor  to  approve  of  iht»  security  given 
by  the  sheriffs,  and  examine  il  before  he  issued  iheir  commissions.     Then 
ly  the  report  of  the  couimitiee,  the  Governor  was  not  u>  issue  a  commis- 
sion to  these  officers,  and  was  not  U)  interfere  with  thj  se(;uriiy  ihey  were 
to  give.     Now,  if  there  was  no  otiier  reason  than  this,  he  would  consider 
itinfficient  to  induce  him  to  oppose  this  p:>ri  of  the  report  of  the  commit- 
let.    Do  we  not  all  know  now,  that  notwithstanding  tSie  security  we  have 
BOW  in  the  approval  of  the  judges  of  the  court  and  the  additional  supervi« 
lion  and  apprwal  of  ths  Governor,  both  the  slieriff  and  his  seuuriiir^s,  on 
many  occasions,  have  become  insolvent,  and  the  community  are  defrauded 
Then  ihall  we  take  away  a  portion  of  this  security  ?     No  sir,  I  would 
101-  take  away  any  of  the  guards  and  checks  which  we  now  have.      It 
mmed  to  him,  that  the  object  for  which  we  have  assembled  here,  was  not 
to  take  from  the  people  any  of  the  securities  which  they  now  have  for  the 
fcilhfiil  discbarge  of  the  duties  of  public  officers,  but  to  grant  to  tlieoi 
TOk  in*  X 
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greater  security  for  their  persons  and  their  properly,  and  to  make  the  offi- 
cers  and  servants  of  the  people  more  responsible  to  them.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  this  power  might  be  left  with  the  Executive  as  an  addition* 
al  secirity  to  the  people. 

Mr.  Stevens  entirely  approved  of  the  object  desicnied  to  be  attained  by 
the  amend ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bkll)  and  thought 
the  report  of  the  committee  would  be  very  mischievous  in  its  operation  if 
adopted,  bul  he  would  ask  the  gendeman  whether  he  reaches  the  object  by 
his  amendment.  He  would  ask  him  if  his  object  could  not  better  be  atr 
tamed  by  withdrawing:  his  amendment,  and  moving  to  strike  out  the  whole 
report  of  the  committee,  and  merely  to  nmend  the  old  Constitution,  by 
sirikinjr  out  the  words  *^  two  persons  shall  be  chosen  for  each  office,  one 
of  whom  for  each  respectively,  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Governor",  and 
inserting,  that  only  one  person  should  be  voted  for,  for  each  of  these  of- 
fices. Then  we  would  have  all  the  benefits  of  the  old  section,  witli  the  im 
provement  which  we  had  suggested.  We  should  then  have  the  sheriffs 
commissioned  by  the  Governor,  have  him  examine  the  security,  and  have 
the  usual  record  made  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 
If  this  was  desirnble,  and  he  took  it  to  be  very  desirable,  then  we  should 
have  all  the  benefits  of  it  by  a  motion  of  this  kind,  if  it  should  prevail.— 
This  appeared  to  him,  to  be  the  plan  best  calculated  to  eflTecl  this  object, 
and  he  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Chester  would  see  the  propriety  of 
adoptiuiT  it. 

Mr.  Bell  said  it  did  not  now  seem  to  him  to  be  the  better  mode  of  getting 
alcmg,  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  The«%  was 
alwavs  difficulties  in  the  wav  in  the  outset  on  these  matters.  He  knew 
there  were  several  gentlemen  who  desired  to  bring  forward  propositions 
and  he  did  not  desire  to  shut  them  out.  We  must  have  a  begining  some* 
where,  and  he  hoped  gentlemen  would  grant  him  the  privilege  of  having 
a  vote  tnken  on  this  amendment,  and  after  it  is  disposed  of  they  will  have 
the  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  their  propositions.  His  only  object 
now,  was  to  get  rid  of  this  objectionable  feature  in  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  he  hoped  the  committee  would  indulge  him  so  far  as  to  allow 
the  vote  to  be  taken  upon  it. 

Mr.  Brown  said,  if  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester  to  strike 
out  prevails,  it  will  then  be  competent  for  any  gentleman  to  amend  the 
report  of  the  committee  by  adding  a  clause,  that  the  Governor  shall  issue 
a  commission  to  those  officers,  so  soon  as  they  have  given  the  security 
required  by  law. 

Mr.  M'SiiKRRY  thought  that  the  most  proper  and  least  embarrassing 
mode  of  proceeding,  would  be  to  take  the  question  first  on  the  amencf 
ment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  and  then  we  can  move  to 
amend,  as  suggested  by  his  colleague  (Mr.  Stevens),  or  in  any  other 
m  nner  we  see  proper. 

Mr.  Forward  said,  if  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester 
prevailed,  then  he  apprehended  there  would  be  no  substantial  alteration  in 
the  section  of  the  old  Constitution,  except  so  far  as  it  went  to  change 
the  words  two  sheriffis  and  coroners,  to  one  of  each.  If  this  was  the 
true  state  of  the  case,  why  not  take  the  old  section  and  make  the  altere* 
tion  in  it,  as  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  He  would  adopt 
this  course  because  that  section  had  been  long  practiced  upon*  and 
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veil  defined.  We  have  had  legislation  upon  it,  and  laws  have  been  pas- 
sed on  the  subject.  Then,  if  we  adopt  this  course,  these  laws  will  not  be 
&tnrbed,  and  the  legislation  had  on  the  subject  will  remain  unchanged 
tad  undisturbed ;  and  we  will  have  an  amendment  exceedingly  simple  in 
its  character,  whereas,  if  a  new  section  is  adopted,  the  question  will  im. 
mediately  aiise  as  to  what  effect  it  will  have  on  the  legislation  of  the 
eooDtry,  and  the  whole  of  the  legislation  of  the  State  on  the  subject,  may 
be  bid  aside,  and  new  legislation  would  have  to  be  adopted  to  meet  the 
eue.     He  thought  the  simplest  course  was  the  best  one. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  in  order  to  have  the  whole  question  decided  by  one 
vote,  he  would  move  to  strike  out  the  whole  report  of  the  committee,  and 
amend  the  first  section  by  striking  out  of  the  second  line,  the  words  'Hwo 
venoQs  shall  be  chosen  for  each  office,  one  of  whom,  for  each  respective- 
ly, shall  l»e  appointed  by  the  Governor.  They",  and  inserting,  *»  one 
person  shall  be  chosen  for  each  oHice,  who**. 

Mr.  Bell  then  accepted  this  amendment  as  a  moditication  of  his  pro- 
poeition. 

Mr.  Brown  proposed  further  to  amend  the  amendment ;  but 

The  Chair  decided  the  motion  to  be  not  now  in  order. 

Mr.  Woodward  suggested,  as  these  officers  were  now  to  be  elected  by 
the  people,  and  not  appointed  by  the  Governor,  that  the  word  '*  appointed'* 
IB  the  section,  should  be  changed  to  the  word  *'  commissioned**. 

Mr.  Bell  so  modified  his  amendment. 

Mr.  Read  did  not  consider  it  of  the  least  importance  whether  this  last 
amendment  was  agreed  to  or  not,  because  we  can  make  the  report  of  the 
eommittee  suit  the  views  of  the  gentleman  equally  well,  and  he  believed 
better  than  this  section  as  now  amended.  The  only  difference  i)etween 
the  two  now,  was  ns  to  the  ceitificate  of  the  return  judges  taking  the  place 
of  the  commissions  of  the  Governor  to  those  officers,  and  he  thought  lie 
had  sufiisiently  cleared  up  that  matter  in  the  remarks  he  mnde  a  sliort 
lime  ago  ;  and  he  would  sny  no  more  on  that  subject  now.  But  the  gen- 
tleman from  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Mkredith.)  had  rais(Ml  a  dilTi- 
enlty  about  the  case  of  a  contested  election.  He  would,  however,  now  ask 
that  gentleman,  who  raised  this  difficulty,  merely  because  the  commission- 
inf  power  wa«  proposed  to  be  taken  from  the  Governor,  whether  it  was  his 
intention  tii  give  the  Governor  the  power  of  deciding  in  a  case  of  contes- 
ted election  of  a  sherifT.  Was  the  certificate  of  the  return  judijes  to  be 
the  evidence  of  the  election  of  the  sheriff,  or  was  tlie  commission  of  the 
Governor  to  be  the  evidence  of  his  electiim  ?  As  to  this  matter  of  con- 
tested election,  the  course  of  proceeding,  in  relation  to  it,  was  well  settled 
and  defined,  and  he  apprehended  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  relniion 
to  it.  With  regard  to  the  security  to  be  given  by  the  sherififs,  an  oHjecMion 
was  raised  against  the  report  of  the  committee,  because  it  wouhl  take  fr  un 
the  people  the  addition  d  security  of  having  it  passed  upon  by  the  Go- 
Temor  before  he  issues  the  commission.  Now,  do  not  gtmtlemf*n  know, 
that  the  jndges  of  the  court  of  the  county  in  which  the  sheriff  resides, 
have  to  pass  upon  the  security  and  scrutinize  it.  They  arc  the  only  judges 
of  the  responsibility  of  that  security,  and  the  Governor  ij  obliged  to  de- 

Ci  altogether  on  what  they  say  in  relation  to  it,  without  having  any 
wImI^  of  the  matter  himself.    It  is  not  in  the  nature  of  things  that 
In  thmiUI  be  Qooipeteot  to  jadj^e  in  every  eue  of  this  kind,  what  leouritjr 
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would  be  euflicient,  and  what  would  not.  What  can  the  Governor  know 
about  the  liabilities  lying  a^inst  the  properly  of  a  set  of  person*  in  Erie 
county,  who  offer  a  security  for  tlie  sheriff  uf  tlmt  county.  To  be  surt 
the  law  said  that  he  w»s  to  revise  the  decision  of  the  judges  in  the  case, 
but  it  was  all  a  mere  matter  of  form.  The  only  difference  then,  between 
the  section  as  amended  and  the  report  of  the  committee,  was  that  the  re- 
port of  the  committee,  if  it  was  adopted,  would  save  the  sheriff  the  troii* 
ble  and  expense  of  coming  to  Harri-burg  to  obtain  a  commission,  when 
no  ^ood  effect  was  to  be  expected  from  tliis  commission.  This  was  a 
matter  scarcely  worth  troubling  the  committee  about,  and  he  did  not  know 
that  he  cared  much  whii-h  wav  it  was  decided. 

Mr.  Mkrrdith,  of  Philarlclphia,  remarked  (hat  the  gentleman  from 
Susquehanna  had  asked,  whether  it  was  propt'sed.  to  give  to  the  Govern 
nor,  the  decision  of  a  contested  election.  He,  (Mr.  M.)  would  say  "no/' 
He  thought  that  the  gentleman  would  find,  on  rcforing  to  the  statistic  laws 
of  Pennsylvania,  that  in  the  rase  of  the  election  of  county  commissioners, 
it  was  competent  for  the  airgrieved  party,  to  make  complaint  to  the  gene- 
lal  court  of  sessions,  if  the  returns  were  unduly  made.  He  would  notde* 
prive  a  sheriff  of  the  same  right,  which  the  last  clause  of  the  section, 
would  have  the  effect  of  doing.  He  believed,  that  under  the  existing 
laws,  there  was  a  mode  of  contesting  the  election  of  a  sheriff.  He  was 
opposed,  on  that  ground,  to  making  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges, 
authorize  the  conferin^  of  the  powers  of  sheriff,  upon  a  party,  which  had 
been  heretofore  confered,  by  the  commission  signed  by  the  Governor. 
He  was  very  glad,  that  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell)  had  acp 
cepted  the  modificution  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  for  the  reasons 
stated  by  the  gentleuiau  from  Allesjheny,  (Mr.  Forward.) 

Mr.  Chauncev,  of  Phi'adelphia,  observed,  that  the  report  of  the  corn- 
mittee,  on  this  section,  wus  not  unanimous.  A  majority  of  the  commit 
lee  were  satisfied  with  the  Constitution,  as  it  is,  and  a  ceitain  portion  of 
the  minority,  were  not  inditied  to  make  tht;  changes,  now  proposed.  The 
minrrity,  cerlaiidy.  did  not  agree  to  the  propriety,  of  amending  the  first 
sectitm,  by  adding  to  it  the  last  sentence,  and  plainly  for  the  re  i^on,  that 
there  must  he  a  p.ovisi  >n  of  law,  in  rc'lation  t  >  thj  curiificatu  ,  and 
there  would  be  no  provision  at  all,  by  which  it  would  be  ascertained,  in 
any  proper  mode,  that  the  certificate  was  given  before  the  ofBcer  entered 
on  his  duties.  It  was  on  this  ground,  that  they  objected  to  the  insertion 
of  the  provision,  proposed  by  the  <  entleman  from  Chester.  The  minori- 
ty  committee  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  make  a  report,  but  they  concur- 
eJ,  thit  u)  amendmsitta  this  article  of  the  Consliluiion  was  required. 

Mr.  Scott,  of  J^hslailelphia,  felt  satisded,  that  the  result  of  the*je  chan- 
ges, would  be  the  .idi»piio!i  of  Tie^islative  mi?asurci,  in  reference  to  them. 
We  had  already  some  information,  as  lo  the  course  to  he  pursued  on  that 
sjbject,  hereafter,  in  the  case  of  the  occurenc3  of  a  m.idilicaiion  of  the 
laws.  For  the  last  two  or  three  yt^irs,  there  had  been  many  instances  of 
t'lilkind.  An.l,  he  wa>  afraid  the  same  fate  awaiicJ  the  (yiMisiitution  of 
Ptfimsylvania.  He  was  apprehensive  of  thii*,  hecauft^c  the  idei  had  been 
thrown  out,  that  a  provisi.m  shoidd  t  e  incorporated  in  it,  requiring  that  no 
one  shall  exercise  the  oflice  of  &<heriff,  imless  he  shall  have  iiivcn  security 
for  the  due  execution  thereof,  acconling  to  law.  He  thought  it  would  be 
a  mooted  point  in  the  courts  of  law,  in  tliis  State,  whether  the  existing 
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kws  shall  not  require  from  that  officer,  the  execution  of  those  securities,  as 
done  under  the  old  Constitution.  He  was  of  opinion,  that,  in  case  the 
pfoposed  alteration  should  be  made,  the  provision  of  the  existing  laws 
slioold  he  expressly  extended  to  the  sheriff;},  appointed  in  the  manner  pro* 
posed  by  the  amendment. 

Mr.  AoNEw,  of  Heaver,  understood  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man  from  Chester,  was  on  the  report  of  the  committee.  He  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  committee,  to  the  fact,  that  the  standing  committee 
had  omited  a  few  words,  in  this  section,  which  were  rather  material,  and 
were  in  the  old  Constiiution.  The  words  were,  *'  they  shall  hold  their  of- 
fices«  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well.''  He  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  the  object  of  the  committee,  to  provide  by  a  — — 

Mr.  Read,  (interrupted)  he  would  refer  the  gentleman,  to  the  tenth  sec- 
tion«  for  the  langua*;e  he  had  just  mentioned.  The  committee  thought  it 
better  to  insert  it  there,  than  to  repeat  it  in  every  section. 

Mr.  AoNEw  resumed.     He  did  not  know  that  the  committee  would  be 
disposed  to  adopt  it.     It  was  a  new  provision.     He  had  merely  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  fact,  for  he  did  not  know, 
whether  the  omission  was  accidcntnl,  or  intentional.     With  regard  to  the 
kst  clause  of  the  amendment,  he  would  state  an  objection,  which  had 
struck  his  mind,  and  which  had  not  been  noticed,  by  any  gentleman,  who 
hail  yel  spoken  on  the  subject.     He  alluded  to  the  words,  *'  powers  here- 
tofore conferred.'*     Now,  he  apprehended,  that  in  order  to  asccrUiin  what 
the  powers,  heretofore  conferred,  were,  we  must  have  reference  to  an  ex- 
istinf^  clause.     *'  The  reriificale  of  the  return  judges,  of  the  election  of 
therifT  or  coroner,  shall  confer    all  the  powers  heretofore  confercd  on 
ihcriffs  and  coroners,  f)y  lbs  commission  signed  by  the  Governor."  Now, 
this  provision,  he  thought  loose,  va^rne,  and  inexplicit,  and  calculated  to 
give  rise  to  doubiful  conoiructions      If  the  intention  of  the  framers  of  it, 
was  to  prevent  ihe  LkgisLitunj,  herojiticr,  fn»m  alKirinir  the  powers  and  du- 
ties nf  the  sheriffs,  they  should  introduce  a  provision,  the  language  of 
which  was  more  distinct :  n  1  defniitc  than  this,  and  not  calcidated  to  in- 
duce doubts  and  dinercii'ics  of  opinion,  as  to  its  precise  meaning  and  in- 
tsntinn.     'J'he  only  oiyeclion,  ever  made  to  this  section,  was  the  one  men- 
tioned by  the  g  'nilcman  from  Luzerne,  (Mr.  Woodward)  viz :  that  the 
Governor  had  ilie  power  lo  chooso  between  two  persons  elected.     The 
deetion  of  the  officers,  was  left  with  the  people,  and  of  that  they  did  not 
eoopiain.  They  did  nf»t  o!)jyctto  the  tonn  ofoffi(!e — to  the  restriction,  that 
ooni:m  shall  hold  it  more  than  six  years — nor  to  the   multiplying  of  va- 
cuicies.  The<mly  objection,  he  repented,  which  hi*  had  heird,  was  ihegiv- 
ingtijthe  (lovernorthe  choireof  two  in.lividual.?.  If,  tlicn,  the  modification 
which  Uic  gentleman  from  C'hesier  had  acreptod.  should  be  adopted,  the 
people  wi»uld  be  .satisfieil  with  it,  us  ihv  eflcct  of  it,  would  he  to  prevent  the 
Gjvcrnor  from  actinir  unfairiv,  hv  oho  )sin'i  a  minoritv  sheriff,  because  he 
happened  lo  he  of  tlie  saint*  politics  as  liiniself.     A  case  of  that  sort  had 
happened,  in  the  county  in  wliieh  h«*,  (!\Ir.  Aonkw)  resided;  for  a  mino- 
rity sheriff  had  been  appointed,  and  the  oorurence  oravc   rise  to  a   great 
de^l  of  dissatisfaction,  at  the  tinnr.     An   instance  had  also  arisen  in  the 
eounty  of  Allegheny,  a  few  years  airo. 
He  was  opposed  to  the  provisions  in  the  bitter  part  of  the  report,  be* 
U  it  would  be  impossible  to  legislate  in  reference  to  them,  a^  \hey  al 
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preient  stood.  Every  thing  must  be  provided  for  by  law.  He  presumed, 
that  the  objection  urged,  to  making  the  Governor  a  judge  in  contested 
elections,  was  not  understood.  He  apprehended,  that  the  objection  was,  oa 
account  of  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges,  being  mnde  out,  immediately 
after  the  election— when  the  result  was  known.  Hence,  it  was  suppo-* 
sed,  that  as  the  c^rtifioHte  conferred  all  the  powers,  which  were  heretofore 
eonfered,  by  the  commission,  signed  by  the  Governor ;  that,  therefore, 
the  certificate  took  effect,  from  the  moment  the  result  of  the  election  was 
announced!  Now,  there  was  the  mistake,  for  an  officer  possessed  no 
power,  until  he  received  the  commission  of  the  Governor ;  and  so,  with 
Tfgard  to  the  certificate  of  the  return  judges.  In  the  interval,  however* 
he  was  to  give  his  security,  and  take  the  oath  of  office.  No  one,  he, 
(Mr.  A.)  apprehended,  objected  to  the  provision  in  the  amendment.  In 
order  to  remove  the  inconvenience,  which  might  arise,  from  givine  the 
power  to  the  Governor,  to  choose  between  two  individuals  elected,  he 
would  suggest,  that  the  only  alteration  required,  was  simply  to  change  the 
word  **  two,"  into  •♦  one." 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  suggested,  that  the  words  "  an  appoint* 
meni'*  should  be  substituted  for  '*  new  appointment"  in  the  eighth  line.— 
He  would  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chestei,  if  he 
would  so  modify  it,  because  it  was  substantially  the  same  as  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  accepted  the  modification. 

Mr.  HopKTNsoN,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  he  had  attentively  listened 
to  the  observations  of  gentlemen  in  favor  of  altering  the  Constitution, 
in  regard  to  the  election  of  sheriff,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Consti- 
tution was  better  as  it  is,  for  it  was  practically  what  those  gentlemen  wished 
it  in  be.  Although  there  had  been  five  or  six  hundred  elections  for  she- 
lifTs  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  yet  gentlemen  had  only  men- 
tioned two  or  three  cases  in  which  the  Governor  had  appointed  minority 
sheriffs.  No  practical  evil  had  resulted  from  tlie  present  provision,  and 
many  evils  might  arise  under  the  alteration  proposed.  The  office  of  she- 
Tiff  was  a  high  and  important  trust.  It  had  been  said,  that  the  Governor 
had  sometimes  appointed  minority  sheriffs.  Now,  something  might  occur, 
between  the  time  of  holding  the  election,  and  the  appointment  of  a  sheriff, 
which  might  make  it  an  act  of  prudence  on  the  part  of  the  Governor  not 
to  give  his  decision  in  favor  of  the  highest  on  the  list.  Another  thing,  too, 
might  happen,  the  individual  chosen  might  not  be  able  to  find  the  requi- 
site security.  He  knew  that  security  was  very  high  in  Philadelphia.— 
And  what,  then,  whs  to  be  done  in  the  event  of  a  man  not  being  able  to 
obtain  security  ?  Was  there  to  be  no  appointment,  or  was  the  other 
person,  he  having  it  in  his  power  to  get  security,  to  be  chosen  ?  or,  were 
the  people  to  go  into  another  election  ?  As  to  a  certificate  being  sufficient 
evidence,  the  provision  docs  not  state  where  it  is  to  be  filed — where  the 
evidence  is  to  be  found.  He  prefered  the  amendment  to  the  report  of  the 
committee,  and  the  present  provision  of  the  Constitution  to  either. 

Mr.  HifcSTRR,  of  Lancaster,  said,  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee on  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  and  was  in  favor  of  depri* 
Ting  the  Oovemoi  of  the  privilege  of  choosing  one  of  two  individuals  to 
fill  the  office  of  sheriff.  The  object  of  the  amendment  was  to  prevent  the 
Ghnrinmor  (yom  overtttrnlng  the  will  of  the  people.    That  bad  been  dooti 
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tboagh  he  could  not  say  how  many  limes,  and  two  intances  had  occured 
io  the  county  of  Lancaster.  With  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
officer  should  be  commissioned,  he  had  no  particular  views  or  feelings. 
From  the  arguments  which  had  been  advanced  on  that  floor,  he  hnd  been 
brought  to  the  conclusion,  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Chester  contained  the  same  provision  as  was  in  the  report  of  the  com« 
mitiee.  He  was,  therefore,  in  favor  of  the  rep'irt.  He  thought,  that  the 
objections  nrgpd  by  the  gentleman  from  (he  city,  (Mr.  Hopkinson)  in 
legard  to  the  security  to  he  given  by  a  sheriff,  were  removed  by  the  section 
as  reported  by  the  committee,  as  well  as  by  the  amendment  proposed 
for  adoption  by  the  gentleman  from  Chester.  If  the  person  elected  could 
not  give  security,  the  Governor  could  still  appoint.  And,  the  section 
farther  provides,  that  where  vacancies  occur,  the  Governor  shall  fill  them 
intil  the  next  annual  election.  There  was  then,  no  weight  or  importance  to 
be  attached  to  the  objection  made  by  the  gentleman.  He  would  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  notwithstanding  that  he  was 
one  of  those  who  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment,  and  it  was  agreed  to. 

The  cogimittee  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  second  sec- 
lion,  which  is  as  follows : 

Section  2.  In  every  county,  having,  foi  the  time  being,  five  thousand  or 
more  taxable  inhabitants,  one  person  shall  he  elected  Clerk  of  each  of  the 
eoanty  courts  of  the  proper  county  ;  and,  in  every  county,  having  for 
the  time  being  less  than  five  thousand  taxable  inhabitants,  one  person 
Aall  be  elected,  who  shall  be  Clerk  of  all  the  county  courts  of  the  proper 
eoanty.  Clerks  of  county  courts  shall  hold  their  offices  for  a  term  of 
three  years,  but  no  person  shall  be  more  than  twice  elected  in  any  term  of 
nine  years. 

Mr.  Sterioere,  of  Motgomery,  moved  to  amend  the  report,  by  striking 
oat  all  after  the  words  *'  Section  2*%  and  inserting  as  follows :  *'•  Protho- 
BOtaries  of  the  Courts  of  Common  Pleas,  Registers  of  wills,  Rerorders  of 
deeds.  Clerks  of  the  Orphans*  Courts,  Courts  of  Oyer  and  Terminer, 
and  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions,  in  eacb  cimnty,  shall,  at  the  times  and 
places  of  election  of  Representatives,  be  chosen  by  the  citizens  of  buch 
eoanty,  and  commissioned  by  the  (lovernor.  One  person  shall  be  chosen 
for  each  office,  unless  the  Legislature  shall  otherwise  provide.  They  shall 
hM  their  offices  for  thiee  years,  and  until  successors  be  duly  elected  and 
eomroissioned,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well,  but  shall  be 
removed  by  the  Governor  on  the  address  of  both  branches  of  the  Legisla- 
tare.  Vacancies  in  either  of  the  said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  the  Gover- 
nor, by  appointment,  which  shall  continue  until  the  next  general  election, 
and  antil  a  successor  shall  be  chosen  and  qualified  as  aforesaid". 

Mr.  8.  said,  that  his  amendment,  with  a  slight  modification  only,  was 
contained  in  a  resolution  submited  by  himself  to  the  Convention,  and  was 
to  be  foand  on  the  twelfth  page  of  the  thirty-sixth  resolution.  It  was  in- 
tended to  embiace  all  the  county  officers  which  were  now  appointed  by 
Ifae  Grovernor,  and  they  were  designated  by  their  appropriate  names.— 
Entertaining  the  opinion  that  the  several  officers  should  be  distinct,  he  had* 
Aerefore,  drawn  his  amendment  accordingly.  He  objected  to  the  section 
aa  reportedt  because  it  designated  no  officers,  was  too  general,  and  blended 
Ihin  together.    All  these  officers  were  known  by  their  distinct  namei, 
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and  should  be  kept  distinct.  He  had  another  objection  also  to  the  report 
of  the  committee,  and  that  was  the  ratio  of  five-thousand  taxables,  mtking 
the  officers  separate  when  the  number  was  greater,  and  blending  them 
when  less.  Now,  he  could  see  no  prood  reason  why  this  should  be  done* 
For  instance,  in  some  counties,  like  Montgomery,  the  number  of  tnxables 
might  exceed  five  thousand,  where  some  nf  the  oflircs,  such  as  the  Clerk  of 
Oyer  and  Terminer,  and  the  ClfTk  of  the  Court  of  Sessions,  would  not  be 
worth  holdint;  alone.  He  prefered  to  vote  for  all  ih  se  offices  together, 
because  the  election  of  each  would  apply  to  all.  He  regarded  the  provi- 
sion in  the  third  section  as  entirely  unnecessary.  He  was  of  the  opinion, 
which  had  l)cen  expressed  by  several  gentlemen,  that  there  ougfht  to  be  at 
litde  alteration  made  as  possible,  in  the  phraseology  of  the  Constitution. 
Anil,  he  wondered  why  the  gentleman  from  Adams  (Mr.  Stevens)  should 
have  made  the  objections  he  did,  in  reference  to  the  sheriff  and  coroner.— 
He  (Mr.  S.)  thought,  the  best  way  was  to  make  the  oflices  distinct;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  allow  the  people  to  give,  if  they  thought  proper,  more 
than  one  office  to  the  same  individual. 

Mr.  Reap,  of  Susquehanna,  observed  that  It  was  impossible,  owing  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  committee  were  proceeding,  to  determine  what 
ought  to  be  done  with  this  section.  The  committee  having  passM  over  the 
fifth  article,  relating  to  the  Judiciary,  without  noticing  it,  it  was,  as  he 
had  already  remarked,  impossible  to  know  what  to  do.  The  committee 
on  that  article,  in  drawing  their  report,  did  so,  under  the  impression  that 
the  number  of  courts  was  to  be  reduced.  And,  therefore,  it  was  that  they 
denominated  the  officer  **  Clerk  of  the  County  Court".  Not  having  yet 
acted  on  the  fifth  article,  we  could  not  go  on  understandingly,  and  provide 
for  the  clerks  of  those  courts.  He  would  leave  the  article,  in  question* 
at  the  disposition  of  the  committee.  Foreseeing  the  difHculty  that  would 
arise,  in  passing  over  the  ariicle.  with  respect  to  county  officers,  he  had 
this  morning  voted  against  adopting  that  course,  for  the  purpose  of  consi- 
dering the  sixth  before  the  fifth  article.  'J^'he  Convention  could  not  know 
what  to  do,  as  it  was  not  kno  wn  what  olhccrs  were  w.  nted.  The  fact 
was,  that  we  had  commenced  our  work  wrong.  We  should  have  taken  up 
the  sections  in  numerical  order.  Under  the  circumstances,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  say  what  was  the  best  course  to  be  pursued  in  regard  to  this  arti* 
cle.  He  thought  we  had  better  postpone  the  present  article,  until  the  fifth 
was  disposed  of. 

Mr.  I'urviance,  of  Butler,  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Mont- 
gomery (Mr.  Sterioere)  that  he  had  better  modify  his  proposition,  by 
striking  out  all  that  part  of  it,  which  relates  to  otficers  being  commissioned 
by  the  Governor,  and  to  insert  two  additional  officers — ♦»  County  Sur- 
veyor and  County  Treasurer",  to  be  elected  by  the  jieoplc. 

Mr.  Sterioere  thought,  that  the  County  Surveyor  was  more  properly 
appointable  by  the  Surveyor  General.  With  refpect  to  the  individQal 
filling  the  office  of  the  County  Treasurer ;  he  was  the  mere  creature  of 
the  law,  arid  ehould  be  under  the  commissioners  of  the  counties.  The 
office,  too,  was  a  very  responsible  one.  It  had  been  suggested  to  him, 
(Mr.  8.)  before,  that  the  County  Treasurer  ought  not  to  be  an  elective 
officer.  He  would  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion,  if  the  committee  thought 
proper. 

Mr*  PnvuNCE  then  moved  to  ameud  the  amendment  by  striking  oat 
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of  the  fourth  line,  the  words  "and  commissioned  by  the  Governor."  He 
flsid  he  could  not  see  the  necessity  of  retaining  these  words,  inasmuch  as 
va  did  not  leave  with  the  Governor  any  discretion  in  making  an  appuint- 
meoii  When  it  was  left  with  the  Governor  to  make  a  choice  between 
two  sheriffs  elected  by  the  people,  then  there  was  some  reason  for  the 
distinction.  But  not  now,  when  the  whole  power  was  given  to  the  peo- 
ple. He  thought  that  as  the  Governor  was  not  to  appoint  these  oificers, 
there  could  be  no  reason  why  he  should  commission  them.  'J'here  was 
no  propriety,  then,  in  leaving  in  the  ('onstitiition,  the  words  which  he  had 
JQSt  moved  to  strike  out.  He  hoped  that  his  motion  would  be  carried,  and 
thmt  the  amendment,  as  amended,  would  prevail.  The  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, now  before  the  committee  of  the  whole,  contained  fifteen  distinct 
propositions,  and  the  article  of  the  Constitution  to  which  this  report  was 
applicable,  contained  only  five  propositions,  and  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montgomery,  embraced  no  less  than  four  of  the  proposi- 
tions of  the  standing  committee.  If  we  could  embrace  all  those  proposi- 
tions in  one  section,  he  thought  it  was  our  duty  to  do  so.  And,  if  we 
did  not,  confusion  might  ensue,  and  wc  should  be  presenting  to  the  people 
Ibar  different  sections,  when  one  would  answer  the  purpose.  He  was  also 
opposed  to  the  proposition  in  the  report  of  the  standing  committee,  be- 
ouse  It  fixes  a  ratio  for  the  officers  of  a  county.  How,  he  would  ask, 
was  that  to  be  ascertained  ?  Was  that  to  be  done  after  the  election  of  the 
county  officers  had  taken  place  ?  For,  ^l^ccordinir  to  the  report,  unless  it 
were  ascertained  that  a  county  contained  five  taxable  officers,  his  right  to 
office  could  not  be  known.  He  (Mr.  P.)  would,  therefore,  dispense  with 
that  proposition,  and  take  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  instead, 
which,  in  his  (Mr.  Purviance's)  opinion,  answered  every  purpose. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  said  his  o])inion  was  that  the  amendment  to 
the  ame!idment  ought  not  to  prevail.  It  struck  him  that  it  was  as  neces- 
nry  that  the  county  officers  should  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor,  as 
that  the  sheriff  should.  The  county  officers  were  obliged  to  give  bonds 
for  the  faithful  discharge  of  their  duties.  If  they  were  not  commissioned 
by  the  Governor,  to  whom  were  they  to  give  those  bonds  ?  AVho  was  to 
lupervise  them?  AVho  was  to  judge  of  them?  There  was  also  another 
reason,  and  he  thought  it  a  powerful  one,  why  the  provision  ought  not  to 
be  stricken  out.  He  had  been  told  that  the  revenue  to  the  State,  derivable 
from  granting  commissions,  amounted  to  upwards  of  ten  thousand  dollars, 
per  annum.  Then,  why,  he  would  ask,  w^ould  gentlemen  cut  off  this  revc- 
nac?  Those  who  hold  the  offices,  were  willing  to  take  them  and  j)ay  the 
tax.  He  could  see  no  good  reason  why  the  provision  should  be  stricken 
oat,  and  he  would  therefore  vote  against  it. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  amendment  to  the  amendment,  it  was 
decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Stevens  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  striking  out  all 
iftsrthe  word  *'  prothonotaries*',  and  inserting  the  following :  *'  and  clerks 
of  the  several  courts  (except  the  proihonotaiies  of  the  Supreme  Courts 
who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  court  for  the  term  of  three  years,  if  they  so 
loor  behave  themselves  well,)  recorders  of  deeds  and  registers  of  wills, 
shau,  at  the  times  and  places  of  the  election  of  representatives,  be  elected 
by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  or  district,  over  which  the  jurisdiction  of 
Slid  courts  extends,  and  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor.    Thejr 
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6hall  hold  their  offices  for  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  them- 
selves well,  and  until  their  successois  shall  be  duly  qualified.  The  Legis- 
lature shall  provide  by  law  the  number  of  persons  in  each  county  who 
shall  hold  said  offices,  and  how  many,  and  which  of  said  offices,  shall  be 
held  by  one  person.  Vacancies  in  any  of  the  said  offices,  shall  be  filled  by 
appointment,  to  be  made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue  until  the  next  gene- 
ral election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  elected  and  qualified  as  aibrs- 
said." 

Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  moved  to  amend,  by  inserting  the  words,  "  and 
how  many  and  which  of  said  offices  shall  be  held  by  one  person." 

The  Chair  said,  it  was  not  now  in  order  to  offer  amendments— thers 
being;  one  already  pending. 

Mr.  DuNLop,  of  Franklin,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment, by  striking  out  "three,"  and  inserting  '*live." 

The  Chair  derided  the  motion  to  be  out  of  order. 

Mr.  DuNLop  said,  that  he  proposed  to  change  the  word  "  three"  to  th^ 
word  "  five."  The  gentleman  from  Adams  (Mr.  Stevens)  and  himself 
had  had  a  conversation. 

The  ('hair  said,  th:it  the  amendment  was  not  in  order  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  remarked  that  he  should  be  puzzled  how 
to  vole  in  reference  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  He 
wished  to  learn  from  the  Chnir,  whether  the  amendment,  should  itprevaily 
would  be  an  amendment  of  the  report  of  the  committee? 

The  Chair  declared  that  it  would. 

Mr.  BnowN,  of  Philadelphin,  remarked  that  he  would  be  somewhat  c<Ni- 
servative  on  this  question.  He  should  vote  against  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Adams,  as  at  present  advised.  We  had  just  adopted  an 
amendment  to  the  old  Constitution,  providing  for  the  election  of  sheriffs 
and  coroners.  He  (Mr.  B.)  desired  to  put  all  the  county  officers  on  the 
same  fooling,  and  wished  the  same  phraseology  to  be  used  in  reference  to 
all  of  them.  He  regarded  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams* 
as  too  complex.  If  the  amendment  should  be  negatived,  he  would  offer  a 
section,  in  precisely  the  same  words,  so  as  to  place  them  all  on  the  same 
footing.  He  (Mr.  Brown)  did  not  believe  that  there  was  any  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  people,  to  fill  offices  in  any  other  way,  than  by  eleciins 
the  offir!ers.  He  trusted  that  the  amendment  would  be  rejected.  He  askea 
for  the  reading  of  the  first  section  of  the  sixth  article. 

[The  section  was  here  read  by  the  Secretary.] 

Mr.  B.  resumed.  Now,  this  was  a  section  which  the  gentleman  from 
Adams  had  taken,  and  by  altering  it,  had  rendered  it  ambiguous  and  com- 
plex, at  least  in  his  (Mr.  B.'s)  opinion.  Fie  saw  no  reason  for  making  a 
distinetion  between  one  officer  and  another.  The  old  Constitution  was 
clear  and  explicit,  as  to  the  choosing  of  sheriffs,  coroners,  &c.,  andeverj 
body  understood  it. 

Mr.  Stevens  said  it  was  true  that,  in  speaking  of  the  same  officers,  tbe 
same  language  ought  to  be  used.  But  this  was  a  new  provision,  as  to 
which  there  was  no  settled  language,  and  respecting  which,  no  law  existed* 
We  have  a  Constitutional  provision  and  language  in  relation  to  ooronera 
and  sheriffs.  The  election  of  the  officers  by  the  people,  embraced  in  his 
amendment,  was  a  new  thing.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  using  the 
same  language  T     Sheriffs  were  elected  to  perform  a  known  duty.     Ba 
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a&ctn  would  sometimes  have  to  be  combined.  Several  would  have 
to  be  held  by  the  same  person  in  one  county,  while  they  would  be  Aepz." 
rated  in  others.  If,  in  such  a  county  as  M*Kean,  different  individuals 
were  to  be  elected  for  the  several  offices,  a  man  had  better  be  a  beggar  at 
QQoe  than  to  fill  one  of  them.  Take  Warren  and  Clearfield ;  would  you 
have  separate  officers  elected  for  each  of  those  counties  ?  It  was  certainly 
better  to  leave  it  to  tlie  liCgislaturc  to  determine  how  many  offices  one  man 
ahoold  fill.  He'was  for  leaving  all  detail  to  the  Legislature,  while  we 
settled  the  principles. 

Bfr.  Brown  said,  the  reply  did  not  meet  his  objection,  but  was  c:ilcula« 
ted  by  special  pleading,  to  draw  off  the  attention  of  the  committee  from  it. 
Id  the  first  place,  we  have  provided  in  a  previous  section,  that  sheriffs  and 
coroners  are  elected  by  citizens  of  the  respective  counties.     Why  should 
ast  the  prothonotaries,  and  other  county  officers  be  chosen  by  the  same 
dtizenSt  and  at  the  same  time  ?     He  asked  what  was  the  object  of  making 
1  difference  in  the  phraseology,  and  why  the  advantages  of  precedinor  pro- 
visions in  the  Constitution  were  not  preserved  here  ?      The  aiuonclment 
provided  that  the  elections  should  be  made  by  the  people.     This  was  not 
the  language  of  the  Constitution,  as  used  in  the  preceding  ailicles.     Our 
deetions  were  not  by  the  people,  but  by  the  citizens  qualified  to  vote.— 
The  language  was  altogether  too  loose — he  hoped  it  would  be  modified 
and  made  in  accordance  with  that  of  the  first  section,  giving  to  the  fjegis- 
biore  the  regulating  of  the  elections.     The  amendment  then  says  that  the 
Legislature  shall  regulate  by  law  the  mode  of  election,  and  the  number  of 
persons  in  each  county  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  &c.      What  did  this 
mean  ?     Tliis  looked  suspicious.     It  did  nnt  provide,  that  these  officers 
should  be  elected  by  the  citizens  in  like  manner  with  other  officers.    The 
amendment  in  fact,  did  nr)t  provide  who  were  to  elect  these  officers,  nor 
bow  they  were  to  be  elected.  It  did  not  say  that  they  should  he  elected  by 
the  citizens  qualifie:l  to  vote  at  the  gennral  election.  He  was  willing  to  leave 
iQ  that  was  necessary  for  the  Li^gisl.iture  to  regulate,  but  he  wouM  cer- 
tainly wish  the  provision  to  be  made  more  definite,  before  he  voted  for  it. 
Mr.  Merrill  asked  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  terms  for  which 
fte  offices  were  to  he  filled.      Believing  that  it  was  the  interest  of  the 
people  to  have  the  offices  well  filled,  he  asked  if  it  was  uotadvisaMe  for  that 
ead,  to  fill  them  for  a  longer  term  thin  three  years.  There  were  many  con- 
lid^ations   of  an    urgent   nature  in   favor  of  filling  them   for   a   ionorer 
term.    Very  frequent  elections  were  not  advantigecius  or  desirable.     The 
ucancies  which  occasionally  occured.  and  rendered  special  election.-?  ne- 
cessary, would  be  so  frequent  as  to  be  very  burdensonie  to  the  people, 
e»en  if  the  officers  were   to  be  elected  for  a  longer  term  than  ihrHC  years. 
The  elections  should  not  be  more  frequent  than  the  perfect  security  of  the 
people  required.     Was  it  probable  also  that  the  duties  of  the  office  would 
oe  better  performed,  if  it  was  held  for  asutficieat  number  of  year.^  to  make 
it  the  interest  of  the  officer  to  perform  it  well,  than  if  ii  was  to  be  lieM  only 
ibr  a  very  short  lime?      Many  clerks  of  courts  were  well  qualificJ  for 
their  situations,  in  consequence  of  long  experience  ;  but  it  would  require  a 
lew  clerk  the  same  series  of  trouble  and  time  to  acquire  the  same  degree 
Oi  skill  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties.    A  man  will  have  much  less  induce- 
fteat  to  prepare  himself  thoroughly  for  the  office,  if  he  is  to  hold  it  for 
oriy  three  yean,  than  if  he  was  to  hold  it  for  five  or  six  years       A  clerk 
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of  the  court,  who  was  accurate  and  skilful,  not  only  saved  the  time  of  thft 
court,  but  was  important  to  secure  a  proper  administration  of  justice.  It 
was  a  matter  of  much  consequence,  that  correct  and  proper  entries  were 
made.  An  unskilful  clerk,  by  a  single  improper  entry,  would  sometimes 
produce  much  confusion  and  difficulty.  If  three  years  was  the  time  fized« 
the  election  of  these  officers  would  take  place  at  the  election  of  Governor, 
and  become  connected  with  it.  He  did  not  think  that  officers,  solely  for 
the  accomodation  of  the  public,  should  be  elected  on  paity  grounds,  and 
thus  embarrass  the  other  elections.  The  office  of  prothonotary  was  not  a 
political  one.  It  was  not  an  office  in  which  the  people,  as  a  body,  were 
interested.  It  was  one,  in  which  the  suitors  in  court  were  more  immedi- 
dialely  concerned.  To  be  sure,  the  public  had  an  interest  in  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  every  office ;  but  this  was  especially  important 
to  parties,  to  the  counsel,  and  to  the  court.  The  office  of  Prothonotary, 
be  thought,  ought  to  be  filled  for  a  long  term,  so  as  to  make  it  an  object  for 
the  officer  to  attend  to  its  duties,  instead  of  employing  some  young  man  to 
do  it  at  half  the  salary.  The  duties  of  the  Recorder  of  deeds  did  not  re- 
quire so  much  experience.  But  the  office  of  Register,  was  one  of  the 
greatest  importance.  Just  as  sure  as  that  we  live  and  have  estates,  just  so 
sure  it  is  that  we  shall  die  and  leave  estates  to  be  settled.  It  was  of  the 
ntmnst  importance,  therefore,  to  every  one,  that  the  office  of  Register 
should  not  only  be  filled  with  a  person  of  integrity,  but  of  skill  and  ability, 
and  one  who  is  competent  to  give  advice  in  m:iiteis  iela*ing  to  the  inte- 
rests of  widows  and  orphans,  and  other  persons  who  are  concerned.  If 
we  wislied  men  of  skill  and  character  to  take  this  office,  we  must  make  the 
term  longer  than  three  years.  The  shortness  of  the  term  was  an  objec- 
tion to  this  and  every  other  proposition,  relating  to  this  subject,  before  the 
committee.  Ho  urged  the  dbjcction  now,  because,  if  the  amendment  was 
adopted  in  this  form,  it  would  not  be  altered.  He  was  in  favor  of  electing 
these  officers  by  the  people,  but  he  ohjrcted  seriously  to  the  term  of  three 
years.  He  hoped  we  should  give  the  offices  such  stiihility  and  value  as 
will  induce  men  to  take  them,  on  whose  skill  and  integrity  we  can  confi- 
dently rely.     He  would  greatly  prefer  the  term  of  five  years. 

Mr.  Stevens  modified  the  amendment  by  inserting  after  the  word 
"  shall",  the  following :  **  at  the  times  and  places  of  election  of  represen- 
tatives". 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  confessed,  he  said,  that  this  was  a  sub- 
ject in  which  he  felt  a  great  deal  of  interest;  and  it  was  one,  concerning 
which,  he  professed  to  know  something,  having  himself  served  as  a  clerk 
in  a  Prothonntary's  office,  where  there  was  as  much  business  as  in  any 
other  in  the  State.  He  knew  all  about  this  matter,  from  personal  observa- 
tion and  experience,  and  he  would  say,  that  there  was  no  office  in  the 
Commonwealth  in  which  the  people  were  so  much  interested  as  in  the 
office  of  Prothonotary.  There  was  no  man's  estate  which  did  not  pass 
through  the  courts  once  in  every  thirty  or  foity  years.  These  were 
offices  of  the  highest  importance,  therefore,  in  reference  to  the  rights  and 
interests  of  the  community,  and  the  whole  public  were  interested  in 
having  them  filled  with  honest,  faithful,  and  competent  men.  There  was 
hardly  any  man  who  did  not,  at  some  time  in  his  life,  have  business  with 
the  courts,  and  therefore  ignorant  and  dishonest  officers  were  an  injury  to 
every  man.    The  clerks  of  the  courts  were  once  appointed  for  their  com* 
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peleiicy  and  honesty ;  but  of  late  yean,  they  have  oftener  been  appointed 
m  their  partizan  services.    He  was  acquainted  with  the  clerk  in  a  certain 
eonnty  who  spelled  writ,  **  rif\  and  write,  *'  nVe'*.    To  such  a  man  was 
the  business  of  the  public  intrusted,  when  no  private  man  would  employ 
him  to  do  the  most  trivial  business.    The  offices  have  become  the 
nwards  for  partizan  services,  and  both  parties,  (for  he  made  no  distino* 
tion)  give  them  to  those  whose  services  had  been  most  efficient  in  the 
deetion.     There  was  another  consideration  which  ought  not  to  be  over- 
looked.    A  gieat  part  of  the  fees  of  the  lawyers,  especially  those  taken 
for  w^v\ce^  arose  out  of  the  blunders  of  incompetent,  care'ess,  or  dis- 
honest officers,  connected  with  the  courts.     What,  then,  is  the  remedy  7 
Be  was  opposed  to  their  appointment  by  the  Governor,  because,  this  mode 
has  not  worked  well ;  and  he  was  also  opposed  to  their  election  by  the 
people,  unless  some  provision  against  incompetency  was  adopted,  like 
that  in  the  Constitution  of  Ohio,  requiring  the  candidates  to  first  be  ex- 
smined,  and  declared  qualified  by  the  courts.     This  examination  was 
necessary  in  order  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  public.     No  lawyer  is 
sdmited  to  practice,  unless  he  is  examined  and  pronounced  qualified. 
Why,  then,  should  the  Prothonotary  and  clerks  of  the  courts,  into  whose 
hands  the  property  of  the  community— of  widows  and  orphans  must  pass, 
be  subjected  to  the  same  ordeal.     It  was  as  important  that  a  clerk  should 
be  well  qualified,  as  that  a  lawyer  should  be.     We  have  no  right  to  com- 
mit the  business  of  the  public  to  the  hands  of  bunglers.     But  even  com- 
petent men  should  not  hold  the  office  too  long.     Three  years  was  about 
the  right  time  with  the  capacity  of  re-election;  five  years  he  considered 
too  long.     He  did  not  wish  to  see  a  Prothonotary  continued  ad  infinitum* 
It  was  necessary  that  a  man  should  be  long  enough  in  office  to  understand 
his  business.     If  he  is  a  competent  man,  he  will  soon  understand  it.     He 
may  better  understand  it  the  longer  he  is  in  office ;  but  he  will  also  better 
aaderstand  theyec  bill.     If  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams, 
{Mr.  Stevens)  was  agreed  to,  he  should  then  oflfei  an  amendment,  re- 
qoiring   an  examination  and  approval  of  the    candidates  by  the  court. 
There  was  great  propriety  he   thought,  in  leavmg  it  to  the  Legislature 
to  regulate  the  manner  of  appointment,  and  the  number  of  offices   to  be 
held  by  the  same  person.     In  good  old  times,  offices  were  not  so  much 
eutup  and  divided  as  they  were  now.     Several  offices  were  then  held  by 
the  same  person,  which  allowed  the  officer  to  keep  a  clerk  and  attend  well 
to  his  duties.     But  now,  in  the  smallest  counties,  each  office  is  filled  with 
aieparate  person,  and  the  consequonce  is  that  the  salary  is  not  sufficient 
either  to  support  him,  c»r  enable  him  to  perform  assistance  in  his  office. 
If  yon  have  business  with  the  officer,  you  cannot  find  him  nor  a  clerk  at  his 
office;  but  you  must  hunt  him  up  in  his  garden  or  his  field,  where  he  is 
hoeing  his   corn   and  digging  his  potatoes.      He  has  loo   much  to   do 
to  provide   for  his   own  subsistence,   to  look   after  the   interests  of  the 
public,     li  was  better  in  these  Fmall  counties,  both  for  the  officer  and 
the   public,  that  those  oflices   should   be   con.solidatcd  and   held  by  the 
same  person.     The  discretionary  power  to  allow  this  must  be  placed 
somewhere,  and  no  where  could  it  be  reposed  with  more  propriety  than 
with  the  legislature.     In  former  times,  when  these  offices  were  not  so 
much  cut  up,  they  paid  a  revenue  to  the  State  Treasury,  but  now  no  office 
pcodacdd  enough  to  pay  a  tax.    &uch  was  the  insatiable  thirst  for  offioei 
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in  thtie  Islter  daya,  that  for  a  three  hundred  dollar  office,  we  alwayi  baT« 
tbiity  or  forty  applicanu.  He  would  like  lo  see  thiajt*  'eatored  to  their 
fonner  state.  He  waa  not  willing  that  the  term  of  office  ahould  be  lon^~ 
but  he  was  anxioua  lo  receive  belter  qualifications  for  offices,  on  which  to 
much  of  the  public  and  private  in te real  depended. 

Mr.  Reau  said  he  believed  that  time  would  be  saved  if  the  committee 
would  stop  here,  and  correct  their  mode  of  procedure.  He  did  not  think 
the  motion  of  the  genilcmau  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens,)  lo  strike  out 
both  the  amendment  of  the  geoilemen  from  Montgomerj',  (Mr,  Stskioeri,) 
and  the  report  of  the  committee,  was  in  order.  It  would  leave  the  com* 
mittec  in  the  same  situation  that  it  was  in  on  the  third  article,  when  it  wa« 
both  too  early  and  too  late  to  amend  the  proposition  to  be  voted  for.  If 
the  Chair  decides  that  it  ia  in  order  to  strikeout  both,  then,  if  the  amend- 
ment is  agreed  to,  no  further  alteration  can  be  made.  The  effect  of  ita 
adoption  would  be  to  cut  off  all  other  amendments ;  and,  therefore,  we 
may  be  conipciled  to  vote  for  it,  though  we  do  not  like  it,  in  preference  to 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  Irom  Montgomery.  The  proposition  of 
the  gentleman  from  .Montgomery,  provided  separateoffices  for  each  county* 
which  was  wrong. 

The  Chair,  said,  the  motion  of  the  gendeman  from  Adams,  waa  in 
order,  as  it  was  an  amendment,  to  an  amendment  which  had  been  aubmit- 
ed  t<i  the  report  of  the  commitee.  It  would  not  be  in  order,  after  ita  adop- 
tion, to  strike  out  any  part  of  it,  hut  additions  to  it  could  be  made. 

Mr.  Sergeant  suggested,  as  a  mode  of  getting  rid  of  the  difficulty, 
that  the  time  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman,  from  Adams,  should  be 
left  blank,  and.  if  the  amendment  was  adopted,  the  gentleman  from  Sua- 
quehanna.  whose  objection  to  it,  was  the  time  proposed,  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  moving  any  other  time.  If  the  gentleman  from  Adami 
would  modify  his  amendment  in  that  way,  it  would  remove  the  difficulty, 
under  which  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  labored. 

Mr.  Stevens  aaid,  this  would  not  affect  the  question  of  order.  There 
would  not  be  any  difficulty  iti  the  mntter.  If  a  majority  of  the  commlleQ, 
did  not  like  the  time,  they  could  reject  ihe  whole  propoailion  and  briiu 
np  another.  If  a  majority  of  the  committee  did  approve  of  the  amend- 
inent  a>  it  stood,  then,  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  the  introduction 
of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman,  fiom  Susquehanna.  He  thoi'ght 
the  term  of  three  years,  the  proper  term.  If  the  committee  thought  othei^ 
wise,  let  them  reject  the  whole  proposition. 

Mr.  Read  said,  the  decision  of  the  Ciiaik,  left  him  in  this  predicament: 
he  was  obliged  to  vote  for  the  propoaition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adamii 
although  he  did  not  like  it,  beciiuse  he  prefered  it  to  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Montgomery.  There  must  be  something  wronf 
in  ■  decision,  which  led  to  such  absurdiites.  Every  gentleman  ought 
to  have  an  opportonity  to  offer  amendments,  but  this  course  would 
ent  th«m  off  entirely. 

Mr.  Clarkk,  of  Indiana,  said  that  he  prefered  the  proposition  of  tho 

rllemnn  from  Adams,  to  the  other  before  the  commitee.     As,  howeret, 
_^        underatood  the  Caaii  to  deciile  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
'     1  in  order,  he  would  take  an  appeal  from  the   decision,   for  the 
■  of  testing  the  queelion  of  order. 

rra  mid,  it  wh  too  kie,  after  >  motion  had  been  received. 
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and  aAer  half  a  day  had  heen  spent  in  the  discussion  of  it,  to  make  an 
^peaL     He  made  the  question,  whether  the  appeal  could  be  received. 

Mr.  Clarke  wished,  he  said,  to  ffive  his  views,  on  the  subject  of  the 
dIffieuUy,  which  had  arisen,  having  cfone  which,  very  briefly,  he  withdrew 
tbe  appeaL 

Mr.  DuMLOP  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  that  those  who 
Hd  not  like  the  proposition  offered  by  him,  could  vote  against  it,  and,  if  it 
was  rqected,  another  would  be  offered.  He  was  in  favor  of  electing  of- 
Ceers  by  the  people,  but  was  opposed  to  the  provisions  of  this  amendment, 
ill  aome  respects.  He  objected  to  its  phraseology;  for  he  wished,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  adhere  to  the  original  language  oi  the  Constitution,  which 
was  well  settled  and  understood ;  neither  did  he  consider  the  term  of  three 
jssis,  as  sufficiently  long  for  those  officers.  If  this  proposition  was  re- 
jeeted,  as  he  hoped  it  would  be,  he  would  offer  one  preserving  the  lan^ 
goafe  of  the  Constitution,  and  leaving  the  term  of  office  blank. 

Mr.  Bkll  would  prefer,  he  said,  to  settle  the  whole  question.  He 
shodld  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  though  be 
fid  not  approve  of  the  terms,  in  which  it  was  worded. 

Mr.  AoNEw  said,  he  had  drawn  out  the  propoaition  of  the  gentleman* 
from  Adams,  in  the  language  of  the  Consiitution,  so  far  as  it  applied  to 
tlie  subject.  He  read  the  proposition,  and  offered  it  to  the  gentleman  from 
Adams,  as  a  modification. 

Mr.  Stevens  accepted  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman,  and  modified 
ihc  amendment,  accordingly. 

Tbs  commitee  then  rose,  and  the  Convention  took  the  usual  recess. 


WEDNESDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 

SIXTH  ARTICLE. 

lie  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole,  on 
ibe  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pendinsr,  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Stevens,  to  strike 
tut  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  (Mr 
Stsuoerk)  and  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  inserting  as  follows : 

To  amend  the  amendment,  by  striking  therefrom  all  after  the  word 
"ProthonoCaries'%  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  as  follows,  viz;  '*  and 
Clerks  of  the  several  court?  (except  the  Prothonotaries  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  court  for  the  term  of  three  years,  if 
tbey  so  long  behave  themselves  well,)  Recorders  of  deeds  and  Registers 
of  wills,  shaUf  at  the  times  and  places  of  election  of  Representatives,  be 
dseied  by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  or  district,  over  which  the  juris* 
fiction  ot  s^d  eonrts  extends,  and  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Govern 
ior.  They  shall  hold  their  offices  for  three  yeara,  if  they  shall  so  long 
Whave  themselves  well,  and  until  their  successors  shall  be  duly  qualified! 
The  Legisbture  shall  provide  by  law,  the  number  of  persons  in  each 
coonty  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  and  how  many,  and  which  of  said 
cfiees  shall  be  held  by  one  pesson.  Vacancies  in  any  of  the  said  offices 
ikdthe  filM  by  appointment,  to  be  made  by  the  Governor*  to  continue 
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in  these  latter  dtye,  that  for  a  three  hundred  dollar  office,  we  always  hi,Tt 
thirty  or  forty  applicants.  He  would  like  to  see  things  restored  to  tb^ir 
former  state.  He  was  not  willing  that  the  term  of  office  should  be  lonfp- 
but  he  was  anxious  to  receive  better  qualifications  for  offices,  on  which  so 
much  of  the  public  and  private  interest  depended. 

Mr.  Read  said  he  believed  that  time  would  be  saved  if  the  committee 
would  stop  here,  and  correct  their  mode  of  procedure.  He  did  not  think 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens,)  to  strike  oui 
both  the  amendment  of  the  gentlemen  from  Montgonier}',  f  Mr.  STBRioBRSt) 
and  the  report  of  the  committee,  was  in  order.  It  would  leave  the  com* 
mittec  in  the  same  situation  that  it  was  in  on  the  third  article,  when  it  was 
both  too  early  and  too  late  to  amend  the  proposition  to  be  voted  for.  If 
the  Chair  decides  that  it  is  in  order  to  strike  out  both,  then,  if  the  amend* 
nent  is  agreed  to,  no  further  alteration  can  be  made.  The  effect  of  i\M 
adoption  would  be  to  cut  off  all  other  amendments ;  and,  therefore^  wm 
may  be  compelled  to  vote  for  it,  though  we  do  not  like  it,  in  preference  to 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery.  The  proposition  of 
the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  provided  separate  offices  for  each  county* 
which  was  wrong. 

The  Chair,  said,  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  was  in 
order,  as  it  was  an  amendment,  to  an  amendment  which  had  been  submitr 
ed  to  the  report  of  the  commitee.  It  would  not  be  in  order,  after  its  adop- 
tion, to  strike  out  any  part  of  it,  but  additions  to  it  could  be  made. 

Mr.  Sergeant  suggested,  as  a  mode  of  getting  rid  of  the  difficulty, 
that  the  time  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman,  from  Adams,  should  be 
left  blank,  and,  if  the  amendment  was  adopted,  the  gentleman  from  Sus- 
quehanna, whose  objection  to  it,  was  the  time  proposed,  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  moving  any  other  time.  If  the  gentleman  from  Adams 
would  modify  his  amendment  in  that  way,  it  would  remove  the  difficulty, 
under  which  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  labored. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  this  would  not  affect  the  question  of  order.  There 
would  not  be  any  difficulty  in  the  matter.  If  a  majority  of  the  commite^ 
did  not  like  the  time,  they  could  reject  the  whole  proposition  and  bring 
up  another.  If  a  majority  of  the  committee  did  approve  of  the  amenf 
roent  as  it  stood,  then,  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  the  introduction 
of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman,  fiom  Susquehanna.  He  thopghi 
the  term  of  three  years,  the  proper  term.  If  the  committee  thought  otl^r- 
wise,  let  them  reject  the  whole  proposition. 

Mr.  Read  said,  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  left  him  in  this  predicament : 
he  was  obliged  to  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adamsti 
although  he  did  not  like  it,  because  he  prefered  it  to  the  amendment  of, 
the  gentleman  from  Montgomery.  There  must  be  something  wrong 
in  a  decision,  which  led  to  such  absurdities.  Every  gentleman  ought 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  offer  amendments,  but  this  course  would 
cut  them  off  entirely. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  said  that  he  prefered  the  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  Adams,  to  the  other  before  the  commitee.  As,  however, 
he  understood  the  Chair  to  decide  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Adams  in  order,  he  would  take  an  appeal  from  the  decision,  for  the 
purpose  of  testing  the  question  of  order. 

Bur.  Mbrboith  said,  it  was  too  late,  after  a  motion  had  been  received, 
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md  aAer  half  a  day  had  heen  spent  in  the  discussion  of  it,  to  make  an 
ippeaL    He  made  the  qaestion,  whether  the  appeal  could  be  received. 

Mr.  Clarke  wished,  he  said,  to  ffive  his  views,  on  the  subject  of  the 
fiAculty,  which  had  arisen,  having  cfone  which,  very  briefly,  he  withdrew 
the  appeaL 

Mr.  DuNLOP  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  that  those  who 
dUl  not  like  the  proposition  offered  by  him,  could  vote  against  it,  and,  if  it 
was  rejected,  another  would  be  offered.  He  was  in  favor  of  electing  of- 
ieert  by  the  people,  but  was  opposed  to  the  provisions  of  this  amendment, 
IK  aome  respects.  He  objected  to  its  phraseoloj^;  for  he  wished,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  adhere  to  the  original  language  ol  the  Constitution,  which 
well  settled  and  understood ;  neither  did  he  consider  the  term  of  three 
as  suiBciently  long  for  those  officers.  If  this  proposition  was  re- 
jected, aa  he  hoped  it  would  be,  he  would  offer  one  preserving  the  lan- 
pafe  of  the  Constitution,  and  leaving  the  term  of  office  blank. 

Mr.  Bell  would  prefer,  he  said,  to  settle  the  whole  question.  He 
dumld  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  though  he 
fid  aotiq>prove  of  the  terms,  in  which  it  was  worded. 

Mr.  AoNEw  said,  he  had  drawn  out  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman, 
from  Adams,  in  the  language  of  the  Consiitution,  so  far  as  it  applied  to 
Aie  subject.  He  read  the  proposition,  and  offered  it  to  the  gentleman  from 
idaoia,  as  a  modification. 

Ur.  Stevens  accepted  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman,  and  modified 
tyt  amendment,  accordingly. 
The  oommitee  then  rose,  and  the  Convention  took  the  usual  recess. 


WEDNESDAY  APTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 

SIXTH  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole,  on 
Ae  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pendinsr,  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Stevens,  to  strike 
Mt  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  (Mr 
Stuioerk)  and  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  inserting  as  follows : 

To  amend  the  amendment,  by  striking  therefrom  all  after  the  word 
**Protbonotarie8*%  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  as  follows,  viz;  "  and 
Clerks  of  the  several  courts  (except  the  Prothonotaries  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  court  for  the  term  of  three  years,  if 
ibey  so  long  behave  themselves  well,)  Recorders  of  deeds  and  Register! 
of  wills,  ahallt  at  the  times  and  places  of  election  of  Representatives,  be 
iketad  by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  or  district,  over  which  the  juris* 
diction  of  saud  courts  extends,  and  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Govern 
nor.  They  shall  hold  their  offices  for  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  long 
behave  themselves  well,  and  until  their  successors  shall  be  duly  qualifietC 
The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law,  the  number  of  persons  in  each 
coonty  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  and  how  many,  and  which  of  said 
dices  «baU  be  held  by  one  pesson.  Vacancies  in  any  of  the  said  offices 
iUD  he  filled  by  appointment,  to  be  made  by  the  GovemoTt  to  continue 
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until  the  next  i|[eneral  election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  elected  and 
qualified  as  aforesaid". 

Mr.  PuRviANCE,  of  Butler,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  motioiw 
and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  stated  his  objections  to  both  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  and  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Mont- 
gomery. He  would  vote  against  both,  because,  if  they  were  rejectedt 
any  necessary  amendment  could  be  made  in  the  Convention.  He  thought 
the  time  unnecessarily  long,  a  proposition  of  fewer  words,  and  a  better 
process,  might  be  substituted  for  the  present  amendment.  It  was  not  so 
good  as  the  report  of  the  committee,  because,  by  the  amendment,  officen 
could  hold  their  offices  without  limit,  while  under  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, they  were  limited.  Rotation  in  office  was  the  oider  of  the  day; 
it  was  the  popular  sentiment,  and  ought  to  be  carried  out.  The  term  for 
which  the  Governor  could  retain  office,  was  reduced  from  nine  to  six 
years.  There  were  some  inconvenience  attending  the  changing  of  a  good 
officer  for  another,  but  a  balance  of  advantage  resulted  to  the  people.  A 
length  of  time  in  office  was  apt  to  beget  aristocratical  habits.  Believing, 
that  the  length  of  time  in  office  should  not  exceed  six  years,  and  that  th^ 
people,  in  the  election  of  a  Governor,  had  established  that  principle,  tb» 
report  of  the  committee  had  assailed  the  unlimited  term,  and  nothing  was 
said  in  its  defence.     He  had  another  objection  to  the  amendment  of  the 

Ssntlcman  from  Adams,  and  that  was,  that  it  placed  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
upreme  Court,  to  elect  their  own  Prothonotaries.  He  was  opposed  to 
the  investment  of  any  patronage  in  the  Judiciary.  Much  as  he  was 
against  the  confering  of  power  in  the  Executive,  he  would  rather  it  was 
there  than  in  the  Judiciary.  The  Judiciary  should  be  above  suspicion, 
and  they  could  not  exercise  this  power  without  dissatisfaction.  When 
judges  had  been  called  on  to  appoint  commissioners,  and  other  officers, 
they  had  given  them,  in  many  instances,  to  their  near  relations,  sometimes 
to  the  disadvantage  of  parties,  because,  lawyers  did  not  like  to  object  to 
the  decision  of  the  officer,  if  the  judge  was  his  relation.  This  was  a  very 
considerable  evil,  and  ought  to  be  remedied.  While  speaking  of  these 
practices,  he  would  say,  that  he  meant  no  attack  on  the  respectable  judge 
who  was  a  member  of  this  Convention,  and  who  had  appointed  a  relation 
to  office.  But  that  relation  was  a  very  good  officer,  and  whatever  he  had 
said  had  no  reference  to  him.  If  patronage  be  vested  in  the  Judiciary,  it 
ought  to  be  limited,  so  as  to  prevent  the  appointment  of  relations  of  the 
judges.  It  would  be  better  not  to  give  the  power,  but  to  let  the  citizens 
elect  the  officers ;  and,  if  that  course  was  not  approved,  the  Governor 
had  better  appoint  them,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  said,  he  held  in  his  hand,  ready  to  present 
to  the  Chair,  an  amendment  which  he  had  prepared,  so  to  limit  the  terms 
of  office,  that  an  officer  should  not  hold  for  more  than  six  years  oat  of 
nine,  but  the  decision  of  the  Chair  cut  him  off  from  all  chance  of  having 
his  amendment  placed  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  Sterioere,  of  Montgomery,  was  disposed  to  ask  the  attention  of 
the  committee  foi  a  few  moments.  Between  his  amendment,  and  that  of 
the  genUeman  from  Adams,  as  modified,  there  was  no  material  difference. 
The  language  of  both  was  now  nearly  alike.    The  only  difference 
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in  this  point.     He  had  used  the  names  of  the  officers  as  they  stood  in  the 
old  Constitution,  while  the  language  oftlie  amendment  deviated  from  that 
instrument.     The  terms  which  he  (Mr.  S.)  had  adopted,  were  such  as 
are  in  common  use,  and  in  this  report  tlie  phraseology  of  his  amendment 
might  have  the  advantage.     There  was  also  a  diiTrrence  in  another  point. 
The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  authorized  the  appointment 
of  ihe  Proihonotaries  of  the  Jr^upreme  Court,  hy  the  Supreme  Court.    His 
(Mr.  S's.)  proposition  was.  that  Prothonnianes,  and  ('lerks  of  courts  should 
be  appointed  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  miirht  direct.  On  reflection, 
be  thouglit  it  would  be  better  to  leave  this  to  the  Governor  and  Senate. 
Public  opinion  was  opposed  to  the  vesting  of  this  patronage  in  the  courts. 
Although  the  courts  were  the  best  judges  of  their  own  otiicers,  yet  public 
opinion  had  taken  a  stand  against  it.     The  courts,   however,  had  such 
control  over  their  officers,  as  to  render  this  objection  of  little  moment.— 
He  then  made  some  objections  to  the  report  of  the  comniiilee,  as  loose  in 
reference  to  the  election  of  Sherifl''s  and  Coroners,  and  as  objectionable  in 
other  parts.     In  reference  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Su8- 
qoehannn,  to  limit  the  terms  of  office  to  six  years  out  of  nine,  it  might  be 
introduced  as  a  proviso.     Should  the  amendment  cf  the  gentleman  from 
Adams  be  rejected,  and  the  gentleman  fiom  Susquehanna  would  introduce 
his  limitation  as  a  proviso,  he  (Mr.  S.)  would  vote  for  it  ag:iin.     'J'here 
was  no  mode  provided  in  the  amendment  of  the  |ientlr>man  I'rom  Adams, 
for  the  removal  of  officers,  if  they  did  not  behave  wtdl.     His  (Mr.  S's.) 
amendment  provided,  that  sucit  miirht  be  removed  I)y  the  Governor,  on 
an  addiess  from  the  Legislature.     When  there  is  a  limitation  to  good  be- 
havior, it  ought  to  be  shewn  how  it.'^hould  be  determined,  whether  they 
behave  welloi  not.     He  was  not  fastidious  on  this  point.     The  objection 
of  the  gentleman  from  Union,  (Mr.  Merrill)  to  the  term  of  three  years, 
he  thought,  would  not  weigh  much  wiih  the  committee.     He  did  not  be- 
lieve, that  a  majority  would  agree  to  make  the  term  five  years.     It  was 
too  lone  to  make  the  officer  feel  a  responsibility  to  the  appointing  power. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestions  of  anoiher  gentleman,  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Supreme  Court  should  he  elec.ed  by  the  people,  he  tliought  that  it  would 
be  inconvenient,  and  had  belter  be  given  to  the  Governor  and  Senate  ;  some 
of  the    districts  extend  over  about  twenty  counties.     In  regard  to  the 
county  officers,  he  was  indifferent.     In  some  districts,  the  election  of  a 
Clerk  of  the  Supreme  Court,  would  be  impraf:licable.     Ue  was  in  favor  of 
the  old  Constitution,  in  this  respect,  rather  than  tlie  amendment. 

Mr.  Read  would  be  gratified,  before  he  voted,  if  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery  would  say  how  many  officers  it  would  be  necessary  to  ap- 
point. The  arrangement  of  the  courts  might  he  changed  in  the  fifth  article, 
lod  it  was  possible,  that  the  number  of  courts  might  be  reducad.  He  did 
not  wish  to  act  in  the  dark. 
Mr.  Stevens  further  modified  his  amendment. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  that  every  person  appeared  to  have  abandoned  the  re* 
port  of  the  committee,  except  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadel- 
phia (Mr.  Earle,)  who  raised  a  feeble  voice  in  its  support.  That  genUe- 
xnan  goes  against  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Ad.ims,  and 
against  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  and  supports 
the  report  of  the  committee,  upon  the  grounil  that  it  provides  for  rotation 
ia  office.  It  provides  that  no  county  officer  should  hold  his  office  for 
TOL.  nu  z 
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more  than  six  years,  in  any  term  of  nine  years.  This  is  the  true  repuMi- 
can  doctrine,  which  he  prefers  to  either  of  ihe  other  two  amendments;  and 
therefore  the  radii'al  and  reformer  hari  made  up  his  mind  to  vote  af^tnat 
both  the  other  propositions,  acceptable  as  they  may  he,  and  go  for  this  ro- 
tation principle  alone.  He  had  heard  a  great  deal,  here  and  elsewhere, 
with  regard  to  rotation  in  office,  and  he  must  confess,  he  never  had  any 
faith  in  it.  It  only  amounted  to  turning  one  man  out,  and  putting  another 
iti  his  place,  without  any  good  resulting  from  it.  What  he  understood  to 
be  the  true  piinciples  of  rotation  in  office,  was  to  give  the  people  the  power 
of  rotatini;  the  officers  in  such  manner  as  they  thought  pioper.   That  is,  |d 

S've  them  the  power  of  keeping  the  officers  in  during  life,  or  of  turning 
em  out  every  few  years ;  and  he  would  heg  leave  here  to  say,  that  if  he 
had  not  found  this  principle  of  limitation  in  the  old  Constitution,  in  some 
cases,  he  would  have  srone against  it  in  every  particular.     Why,  sir,  what 
is  this  doctrine  which  is  preached  here  by  those  who  love  the  dear  people 
more  than  they  love  themselves  ?    It  is  directly  in  the  teeth  of  the  doc- 
trine of  democracy.     It  deprives   the  people  of  the  exercise  of  a  riffht 
which  it  is  their  highest  duty  to  exercise.     It  is  saying  to  the  people,  that 
although  you  may  prefer  a  certain  individual,  and  although  that  individual 
may  have  discharged  his  duties  with  the  utmost  fidelity  and  ability,  yoa 
•hall  not  elect  him.     This  was   not  the  doctrine  of  true  democracy ;  but 
must  be  a  doctrine  of  some  spurious  offspring  from  the  democratic  family. 
He  would  go  against  the  report  of  the  committee,  for  the  reason  that  it 
placed  this  restriction  upon  the  people,  and  none  other.     He  would  not  go 
for  any  proposition  which  would  prevent  the  people  from  electing  whom 
they  pleased,  and  when  they  pleased,  and  for  what  term  they  pleased.-— 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  merits  of  the  propositions  of  the  gentleman  from 
Adams  and  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  he  approved  of  the  former* 
because  it  was  more  perfect,  in  many  of  its  features  and  provisions,  than 
the  latter.     It  goes  further  than  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery,  and  provides  for  more  contingencies,  and  obviates  greater 
difficulties.     He  approved  of  this  proposition,  for  the  very  reason  that  he 
disapproved  of  the  other.     He  approved  of  it,  because  it  gave  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  the  appointment  of  its  clerks.     It  is  said  it  would  be  incon* 
irenient  to  give  the  election  of  these  officers  to  the  people,  because  of  the 
•ize  of  the  districts.     He  had  no  doubt  it  would  lead  to  inconvenience*  and 
we  must  vest  the  power  of  appointment  somewhere.     Where,  then,  waa 
this  power  to  be  vested  ?     He  was  opposed  to  giving  any  appointmenta  to 
Ihe  Executive,  when  we  can  place  them  elsewhere.     He  would  not  coa- 
aent  that  the  Governor  should  have  the  appointment  of  any  officer,  if  there 
eoold  be  found  any  other  convenient  place  to  place  it.     There  are  aome 
instances,  to  be  sure,  in  which  he  must  exercise  this  power,  but  the  people 
have  objected  to  iis  being  exercised  so  extensively,  for  a  long  period  of 
years,  be.cause  of  the  numerous  frauds  it  has  given  rise  to,  and  the  corrup- 
tion it  has  introduced  into  the  administration  of  the  Government.     Weu« 
air«  where  is  there  to  be  found  a  better  place  to  vest  these  appointmenta, 
than  in  the  Supreme  Court,  whose  officers  they  are.     But  the  gentleman 
ttom  the  county  of  Philadelphia  (Mr.  Earlr,)  tells  us  he  in  opposed  to 
giving  this  patronage  to  the  courts,  because  of  the  tendency  to  have  it  aba- 
aed.    Now,  he  apprehended  that  gentleman  spoke  solely  with  referenoi 
to  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  in  relation  to  this  matter,  juat  sa  thk 
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PittlDBKT  did  the  other  day,  when  he  spoke  of  the  practice  of  settling  Iht 
dsims  of  voters  at  the  election  windows,  thus  preventini^  others  from  ^tr 
la/kg  the  opportunity  to  vote.    If  he  had  gone  to  an  election  in  the  country t 
he  would  have  found  that  these  claims  were  not  settled  at  the  windowst 
bot  elsewhere.     The  gentleman  has  told  us  of  the  g^reat  evil  to  result  from 
giiioo^  this  patronassc  to  the  Judiciary ;  and  among  other  thinafs,  tells  us 
dial  the  courts  will  h.ive  the  app.Mntmeiit  of  the  auditors.     Why,  in  the 
coantry,  it  is  a  very  difficult  matter  to  get  a  man  to  (ill  this  office.     Itac- 
teally  goes  a  begging.     There  is  no  patronage  exercised  hy  the  courts  in 
^  country,  and  there  was  no  danger  to  be  apprehendeil  from  giving  them 
the  apppointment  of  these  officers.     If  any  gentleman  couid  point  out  a 
mom  appropriate  place  for  vesting  these  appointments,  he  would  go  for  it; 
iHit  ifoot,  he  would  go  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams, 
heeauie  il  placed  the  appointment  in  tlie  Supreme  Court.     There  was  an- 
other particular  in  which  the  proposition  of  the  srenileman  from  Adams  waa 
preferable  to  the  other ;  wnich  was,  that  it  avoided  a  difficulty  in  vesting 
in  the  people  the  election  of  county  officers  in  the  diflereni  counties.  Now, 
we  all  know  that  in  some  of  the  more  wealthy  and  populous  counties,  such 
for  instance,  as  Philadelphia,  Lincaster,  Chester,  and  Berks,  several  of  the 
eoanty  offices,  which  were  elective,  were  to  be  bestowed  on  different  in- 
dividuala,  while  in  some  of  the  smaller  counties,  you  must  combine  them 
together,  and  confer  them  upon  a  single  individual,  becautie  taking  theon 
separately,  the  fees  would  not  be  sufficient  to  pay  for  the  services  of  any 
peisan.     It  was  impossible,  in  the  fundamental  law,  to  provide  for  thedif- 
Ineat  cases  which  must  be  regidated,  in  some  measure,  by  the  amount  of 
population,  and  business  to  be  done  in  tlie  different  cnunties.     But  the 
proposition  of  tlie  gendeman  from  Adams  was  plain  and  simple,  and  we 
must  leave  something  to  the  Legislature,  because  we  cannot  legislate  for 
posterity,  and  provide  for  all  the  different  cases  which  may  arise  in  the 
kHMT  course  of  years.     The  Legislature  must  have  the  right  of  regulating 
these  different  offices  and  of  saying  how  many  offices  shall  be  exercised  by 
DM  man,  and  where  they  shall  be  separated.     It#nust  be  left  with  it  to 
provide,  as  the  population  of  the  counties  increases,  a  due  distribution  of  the 
offices;  and  no  doubt  they  would  be  governed  in  their  action  by  the  desires 
of  the  people  in  those  counties,  and  make  provisions  to  suit  their  conve- 
nieiiee.  There  was  another  feature  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery,  which  did  noi  find  a  place  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentle- 
nan  from  Adams,  which  was,  the  provision  for  the  removal  of  those  offi- 
ONs  upon  the  address  of  bo^Ii  Houses  of  the  Legislature.     Now,  he  knew 
there  were  several  gentlemen  who  were  in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  Adams,  who  were  opposed  to  this  kind  of  removal.  Taking 
ill  these  matters  into  consideration,  he  thought  the  proposition  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Adams  the  best  we  could  get,  and  he  should  give  it  his  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  EaftLE  did  not  understand  that  this  was  a  question  merely  between  the 
propoeition  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  (Mr.  Sterioeri,)  and  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens.)  as  the  gentleman 
bom  Chester  (Mr.  Bell)  considers  it.  If  we  disapprove  of  the  amendment  of 
die  gendeman  from  Montgomery,  it  does  not  follow  that  we  must  adopt  the 
propoeition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams ;  and  if  we  prefer  this  latter 
propoeition  to  the  other,  it  does  not  follow  that  we  should  adopt  it,  becauee, 
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if  we  reject  it.  we  can  then  offer  another  amendment  which  will  be  mor9 
acceptable,  perhaps,  than  either  of  those  now  before  the  committee.  In 
fact,  we  ongrht  to  vote  agninst  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Adams,  if  it  did  not  meet  our  views  in  every  particular,  and  to  liis  mind 
there  were  several  ol\i«ction3  to  it.  In  relation  to  whai  had  been  said  by 
the  geaileman  fri->m  Chester,  it  was  a  matter  of  opinion  altogether.  It  was 
a  matter  of  opinion  as  to  what  is  domocrucy  and  what  is  not.  He  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  distinctions  between  the  people  and  the  real 
people,  and  he  supposed  the  real  people  were  a  belter  kind  of  democracy 
than  the  people  generally.  He,  however,  was  disposed  t)  legislate  for  the 
people  generally,  and  not  for  the  real  people,  as  gentlemen  were  pleased 
to  term  them.  He  was  opposed  to  perpetuating  offices  in  the  hands  of 
any  man  or  any  set  of  men,  and  there  was  no  democracy  in  any  principle 
which  went  to  carry  ont  this  matter.  It  was  well  known,  that  after  a 
man  has  had  an  office  for  some  considerable  length  of  time,  he  begins  1o 
look  upon  it  as  his  right,  or  his  property,  and  he  takes  it  as  an  offence  for 
any  one  to  oppose  him.  He  looks  upon  it  as  his  property  through  life, 
and  considers  that  his  children  are  the  persons  best  entitled  to  it  after  he 
is  gone.  This  was  the  origin  of  aristocracy,  which  he  wished  to  see 
nipped  in  the  bud.  He  did  not  desire  to  sec  any  man  bring  up  his  chil- 
dren in  idleness,  with  the  expectilion  of  having  them  placeil  in  some 
office  which  would  support  them  in  that  idleness,  but  he  wished  them  to 
take  the  .*anie  chance  of  getting  those  situations  with  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity. One  man  is  as  much  entitled  to  office  as  another,  and  there  is  no 
democracy  in  a  principle  which  goes  to  perpetuate  offices  in  the  hands  of 
the  favored  few.  As  to  the  objections  to  tlie  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Adams,  he  contended  that  the  people  should  have  the  election 
of  all  the  officers  in  the  county.  Now  they  had  a  Mayor's  court  of  the 
Northern  Liberties,  established  by  that  celebrated  Legislature  which  has 
been  so  frequenily  spoken  of  here,  and  there  was  no  provision  made  by 
the  amendment  for  the  election  of  the  clerks  to  that  court.  All  these 
officers  should  be  elected  by  the  people.  II?  was  op|)oscd  to  allowing 
any  patronage  to  their  courts,  or  to  the  Supreme  court,  and  for  this  reason 
he  should  oppose  the  amendment  of  the  ireiitloman  from  Adams.  The 
amendmentof  the  gentleman  from  Montiromery  was  objectionable,  becanse 
it  went  to  provide  for  the  election  of  a  set  of  officers  whose  offices  might 
not  be  in  existence  when  the  amendments  to  the  Constitution  are  all  made. 
He  hoped  that  the  distinction  bctwcc!i  courts  of  Q-iarier  Sessions,  Oyer 
and  Terminer,  and  Orphans'  court,  all  consistinsfof  the  same  officers,  wonld 
be  d:»ne  away  with,  and  that  we  would  have  nut  two  courts,  a  civil  and  a 
criminal.  For  this  reason  we  should  not  provide  for  the  election  of  the 
officers  to  these  various  courts,  at  present. 

Mr.  Stkvexs  said,  if  he  was  not  desirous  that  the  gentleman  from  the 
county  of  Philadelphia  should  not  ?)ut  up  )n  the  record  a  statement  which 
was  incorre  -t,  he  would  not  have  ris?n  to  correct  his  error.  That  gentle- 
man had  said  that  this  nm^n.lmr?nt  d')e3  not  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
the  clerks  to  the  Mayor's  Cfuirl  of  the  Northern  Liberties.  This  was  not 
a  fact ;  because  the  amendment  dovis  provide  for  their  appointment  by 
saying  that  they  shnll  be  appointed  by  tlie  Court.  The  gentleman  from 
Montgomery,  (Mr.  Sterigkre)  had  encjuired  how  these  officers  were  to 
be  removed  from  office,  iu  case  of  misconduct.    In  reply  to  this,  he 
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would  ask  the  gentleman  how  the  sheriffs  were  to  be  remored  from 
office,  if  they  did  not  behave  themselves  well.  There  was  no  provision 
in  the  Constitution  to  meet  that  case,  any  more  than  this,  yet  there 
vat  an  easy  and  plain  mode  of  proceeding  in  those  cases.  If  those 
QffScers  are  convicted  of  mnlfeasance  in  office,  they  are  removable  at  once, 
md  there  is  no  difficulty  about  it.  Thus  they  were  easily  removed  for 
misconduct,  but  he  ohjocied  to  this  matter  of  having  them  removed  upon 
the  addiess  of  the  Legislature,  without  any  official  misconduct.  What 
was  the  use  of  allowing  to  the  people  the  right  of  electing  these  officers, 
if  the  Legislature  is  to  have  the  power  of  removing  them  at  pleasure.  The 
proposition  he  had  suhmited,  contained  the  very  principle  for  which  gen- 
demen  have  been  contending,  ever  since  the  meeting  of  the  Conventiont 
namely,  the  election  of  county  officers ,  and  he  was  of  opinion  it  would 
be  adopted  by  the  Convention ;  therefore,  he  would  warn  gentlemen  of 
the  danger  they  would  fall  into  by  voting  agaiunt  it.  He  would  caution 
them  agtiinst  putting  their  names  on  the  record,  against  the  principle  of 
tOowhig  the  people  to  elect  their  county  officers.  They  must  recollect 
their  names  will  stand  there  in  opposition  to  one  of  the  amendments 
which  has  been  most  loudly  called  for  by  the  people,  and  for  which  they 
have  been  contending,  and  how  are  they  going  to  explain  away  this  in- 
consistency ?  He  thouglit  the  better  plan  would  be  to  go  for  his  amend- 
aent. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said  that  it  might  be  that  he  was  not  so 
ladical  as  some  other  gentlemen,  hui  it  had  always  been  a  matter  of  doubt 
with  him  whether  the  clerks  of  courts  should  be  elected.     He,  however, 
yielded  his  opinion  to  the  opinions  of  persons  who  knew  more  about  this 
matter  than  himself.     He  was  not  tenacious  with  regard  to  the  Mayor's 
Court,  which  had  been  spoken  of.     If  it  should  hereafter  be  found  expe- 
dient to   elect  all   those  .clerks,  we   cnn  leave  it  with  the  Legislature  to 
provide  for  it;  or  if,  when  we  get  through  with  the  Judiciary  article,  it 
ihall  be  found  most  proper  to  provide  for  it  in  the  Constitution,  we  can 
return  to  this  article,  and  make  the  proper  provision  here.     He  should  vote 
for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  because  he  thought  it 
ttgood  a  one  as  w«;  could  jjot,   except,  perhaps,  the  rotation  principle; 
bot  he  ihou'^ht  tliat  had  !)etlnr  be  left  to  the  people,  to  rotate  them  in  and 
rotate  them  out,  as  suil^^l  the  public  int-  rest  best ;  and  he  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  have  a  (.'onstitulional  provision  on  the  suhject. 

Mr.  Stkrigerk  said,  in  answer  to  the  enquiry  of  the  gentleman  from 

Adams,  lie  would a?k  him  why  iIjctc  v.as  such  a  provision  in  the  old  Con- 

nitation,  as  the  removal  of  Judges  by  tiie  aildrcss  of  both  Houses  of  the 

Wislaiore.     It  was  proper,    there  should   be  some  mode  of  removing 

officers  who  were  appointed  I'nr  good  behaviour,  and  that  mofle  was  pro- 

nded  for  in  the  case  of  Jiidia^s  and  oihor  officers  by  impeachment ;   but 

there  was  a  still  e:isicr  mode,  and  ih;it  was  by  address  of  the  Legislature. 

This  was  considered  the  most  easy  mode  of  pelting  rid  of  officers  under 

ihe  old  ('onsiitution,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  the  most  easy  in  the  case 

ia  which  he  had  introdu'^ed  it. 

Mr.  DrxLOP.  of  Fr.inklin,  said  thit  lie  now  understood  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  as  bving  oiiVrc'd  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr. 
Snvsi<i8,)  and  modified  at  the  suggeution  of  the  gentleman  from  Butler, 
(Mr.  PoRviANCB,).    He  would  ask  whether  the  gentleman  from  Montgo- 
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qNry,  ^Mr.  Stimoxrx,)  had  not  added  very  considerably  to  hit  amend* 
ment,  and  if  so,  we  should  know  what  it  was.  He  was  about  to  stTt 
that  it  must  strike  every  one,  that  if  the  committee  were  going  to  vote  for 
^ving  the  eleciion  of  county  officers  to  the  people,  we  were  compelled 
by  the  course  of  proceeding  pursued  by  the  Chair  and  the  committee,  ta 
adopt  any  proposition  that  a  gendeman  may  choose  to  offer,  whether  wm 
liked  it,  or  not.  We  must  either  adopt  tho  amendment  of  the  gentlemaa 
from  Adams,  or  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Mont^romery,  or  put  upon  the 
record  that  we  were  opposed  to  the  election  of  county  officers  by  the 
people.  'i*his  was  just  the  condition  in  which  we  were  placed.  He  c^n* 
iei|ed  that  he  did  not  like  tlie  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams, 
nor  would  he  vote  for  it  if  he  could  get  any  thing  better.  He  desired  that 
the  people  should  have  the  election  of  their  county  officers,  and  yet  we 
were  obliged  to  take  this  nauseous  dose,  or  appear  before  the  people  as 
hostile  to  the  principle  of  giving  to  them  the  election  of  these  officers.— 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  ascertain  why  we  should  not  give  to  Uie  courts  the 
power  of  appointing  their  clerks,  as  well  as  to  the  Supreme  court  the 
right  to  appoint  their  Prothonotary.  The  gentleman  from  Adams,  how- 
ever, did  not  like  to  do  that.  He  (Mr.  D.)  was  not  at  all  averse  to  the 
courts  appointing  their  own  officers.  But  what  he  objected  to  was  the 
appointment  of  them  for  three  years.  If  appointed  by  the  courts,  they 
ought  to  hold  their  offices  at  the  pleasure  of  the  courts.  For,  when  a 
clerk  was  appointed  for  three  years,  he  was  perfectly  independent  of  the 
appomting  power.  Why,  then,  should  he  not  hold  his  office  durinn:  the 
pleasure  of  the  court?  Did  not  gentlemen  know  that  in  a  court  in  Phila- 
delphia, a  clerk  had  held  his  office  for  seven  years,  and  during  the  whole 
lime  was  never  once  in  his  office  ?  He  transacted  the  business  by  a  clerk. 
There  were  some  prothonotaries  who  could  not  spell  scire  facias  to  save 
their  souls  from  perdition.  One  prothonotary  he  had  heard  of,  who  spelt 
scire  facias,  scurry  furry.  The  gentleman  from  Northampton  (Mr. 
Porter,)  said  he  had  Known  a  clerk  in  that  county,  who  spelt  **  writ*'  riit 
and  **  write*'  rite. 

fMr.  Porter  said  :  Not  in  Nothampton,  but  in]] 

Oh  !  not  in  the  county  of  Northampton.  The  gentleman  from  the 
county  near  him  (Mr.  Earle)  then  remarked,  that  it  made  no  difference, 
as  every  one  knew  that  rit  must  be  "  writ,"  and  rite  '*  right."  But  he 
would  like  to  know  how  that  gentleman  would  construe  scurry  /urry.— 
What  sort  of  a  writ  was  that?  How  was  it  possible  to  designate  sach 
words  ?  He  had  known  the  orthography  of  a  document  to  be  so  bad  that 
the  court  could  not  make  it  out,  and  the  paper  was  sent  back  to  be  put  into 
good  English.  It  was  evident  that  the  mode  of  appointment  by  the  Go- 
vernor had  not  met  the  expectation  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution.— 
Incompetent  men  were  appointed  on  account  of  their  political  servicee. 
Political  partizans,  accustomed  to  wrangling,  lying,  cheating,  and  swear^ 
ing,  and  who  were  totally  unfit  to  discharge  the  duties  of  their  office.  He 
knew  of  several  instances  of  men  who  coidd  scarcelv  write  their  own 
names.  He  would  maintain,  then,  that  a  court  should  have  the  power  of 
appointing  its  own  clerk.  He  was  an  officer  of  it,  and  was  learned  to 
record  the  decisions  and  decrees  of  the  court,  and  in  the  manner  in  which 
they  should  direct.  He  (Mr.  Dunlop)  had  mentioned  an  instance  of  an 
officer  who  never  had  been  in  his  office  during  the  whole  time  he  held  the 
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appointment.  Now,  he  bad  known  such  officers  set  themselves  in  oppo- 
■ition  to  their  duty*  and  refuse  to  record  the  proceedings  of  the  court  at 
the  time  he  was  directed,  ^hat  a  predicament  that  was  to  he  plnced  in, 
and  that,  too,  without  having  the  power  to  remove  the  clerk  from  his 
office  !  Ajs  he  (Mr.  D.)  had  already  remarked,  the  officer  was  entirely 
independent  of  the  court — as  independent  as  though  he  had  been  appoint- 
ed by  the  Governor  himself.  These  clerks,  at  present,  if  inattentive  to 
their  duties,  or  not  conducting  themselves  with  propriety,  could  be  remo- 
▼ed  by  the  Governor,  and  others  appointed  by  him  to  fill  their  placen. 
And«  that  was,  perhaps,  one  reason  why  they  conducted  themselves  as 
well  as  they  did.  There  was  a  controlling  power  over  them,  and  if  they 
misbehaved  themselves  the  Governor  would  certainly  remove  them.  With 

■ 

regard  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  it  seemed  we 
were  to  be  compelled  to  take  it ;  for,  according  to  the  decisions  of  the 
Chair  we  had  no  right  to  change  it  in  any  shape  or  form.  When  the  yeas 
and  nays  were  called,  there  appeared  a  great  majority  in  favor  of  giving 
the  election  of  the  county  officers  to  tlie  people,  Hud  notwithstanding  this, 
we  were  obliged  to  go  for  an  amendment  which  we  did  not  like.  He  really 
thought  that  the  question  should  he  reconsidered  by  the  Convention.  His 
opinion  was  that  the  gentleman  from  Adams  had  no  light  to  move  to  strike 
out  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  to  insert  his  proposition.  On  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  (Mr.  Sterigere)  the  report 
was  stricken  out,  and  his  own  proposition  inserted  in  lieu  of  it,  which 
covered  the  whole  ground  assumed  by  that  report.  But,  here  was  an 
amendment  to  an  amendment,  the  object  of  which  was  not  to  modify,  or 
arrange,  or  change  tlic  amendment  which  was  before  the  committee,  bat 
to  atnke  out  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  insert  an  amendment  to  an 
amendment.  He  (Mr.  Dunxop)  would  ask,  if  such  was  the  Parliamenta- 
ry usage,  and  if  we  should  not  be  placed  in  the  most  awkward  position 
imaginable? 

The  Chair  here  called  the  gentleman  to  order  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  taking  too  wide  a  range. 

Mr.  DuxLOP :  The  reason  I  have  said  what  I  have 

Mr.  Ste^'ens  explained  what  his  motion  was. 

The  Chair:  It  was  acquiesced  in  by  the  committee. 

Hr.  IhjNLOP  would  ask  the  Chair  whether  the  gentleman  from  Adams 
had  a  right  to  move  to  strike  out  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery  in  order  to  insert  his  own  ?  He  would  ask,  if  such  a  motion 
coald  be  entertained,  and  if  so  whether  he  could  not  appeal  from  the  de- 
ciiion  of  the  Chair  ? 

The  Chair  said  that  it  was  not  now  in  order  to  present  such  a  question. 
The  time  had  gone  by  for  raising  a  question  of  order.  It  should  have 
been  raised  when  the  gentleman  from  Adams  made  his  motion  to  amend. 

The  committee  having  already  acceded  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  no 
appeal  could  now  be  taken, 

Mr.  DmiLOp  said  that  he  would  take  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  now  too  late  to  raise  the  question  of 
order.  It  had  been  decided  by  the  Chair  once,  and  the  committee  twice, 
that  a  motion  to  strike  out  an  entire  amendment  with  a  view  to  insert  one 
in  its  place,  was  not  in  order.  The  Parliamentary  rule  was  that  an  amend- 
vant  10  an  amendment  coold  not  be  modified  or  amended^  otherwise  there 
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would  be  no  end  to  alterations :  they  might  be  proposed  ad  injmitvm,^^ 
But,  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  iVom  Adams,  was  not  an  simend- 
ment  to  an  amendment;  and  so  the  committee  had  decided.  They  ought 
not,  then,  to  persist  in  their  present  decision,  bnt  should  correct  the  error 
into  which  they  had  fallen.  Me  had  no  hesitation  in  taking  the  appeal, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  sustained,  in  ordei  that  the  matter  should  he  set 
right.  lie  was  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman  irom  Susquehanna  ^Mi.  Read) 
and  others  take  the  view  they  had  on  the  sul>ject,  for  we  luiu  most  cer- 
tainly violated  a  solemn  decision  of  the  committee  mude  on  a  former 
occasion. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  hoped  that  the  gentleman  from  Frank- 
lin would  withdraw  his  appeal.  The  question  of  order  was  not  at 
to  the  rule  itself,  but  as  to  what  was  the  real  state  of  business  before  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  remarked,  that  the  only  way  in  which  the  question  could 
be  reached,  was,  by  the  committee  deciding  that  the  Chair  was  wrong  in 
its  decision. 

Mr.  Brown,  said  he  most  fully  and  heartily  coincided  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Franklin  and  others,  as  to  the  arbitrary  and  uujust  operation  of 
the  rule.  We  had  all  seen  its  operation  in  regard  to  the  two  propositions 
of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  which  were  obliged  to  be  voted  down. 
He  (Mr.  B.)  then  made  a  motion  such  as  the  gentleman  from  Cheater 
had  brought  in.  The  gentleman  from  Adams  (Mr.  Stevens)  pursued 
the  same  course  as  the  gentleman  from  Chester  had  done,  and  con- 
tended that  no  other  amendment  could  be  offered.  He  (Mr.  Brown) 
then  withdrew  his  amendment  and  offered  it  to  his  (Mr.  Stevens).  Now, 
th:it  was  a  trick  which  no  gentleman  liked  to  resort  to,  but  it  was  the  only 
chance  he  had  of  getting  a  vote  on  it.  Wiien  an  amendment  to  an  amend- 
ment was  offered,  the  question  should  be  on  that  amendment.  It  ousht 
not  to  be  allowed  to  be  stricken  out  in  order  that  another  might  be  m- 
tioduced.    

The  Chair  (interrupted).  The  question  of  order  lay  within  very 
narrow  limits — it  was  whether  the  appeal  was  made  in  time  ?  Whether  it 
should  not  have  been' made  immediately  after  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
was  announce  J. 

Mr.  Sterigere,  of  Montgomer}',  thought  with  the  gendeman  from 
Adams,  that  the  rules  were  simple  and  easily  understootl,  and  no  difficulty 
could  occur,  if  they  were  strictly  adhered  to.  But,  the  principles  which 
governed  them  not  having  been  observed,  hence  the  dilemma  into  which 
tlie  committee  were  now  thrown.  He  maintained  that  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  was  correct,  and  therefore,  he  would  vote  to  sustain  it. 

Mr.  Read  would,  with  deference,  say,  that  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
was  clearly  and  palpably  erroneous.  'J'he  motion  of  tlie  gentleman  from 
Adams  was  to  sttike  out,  not  only  the  amendment,  but  also  what  was  now 
before  the  committee,  the  report  of  the  standing  committee.  It  was  clearly 
an  error,  and  an  important  one ;  for,  the  consequence  of  it  was  to  confine 
ut  to  the  propositions  of  these  tw  o  gendemen,  cutting  off  all  otheiE.  The 
Chair  did  say,  that,  if  the  amendment  of  tlic  gentleman  from  Adams  was 
adopted,  it  would  not  be  in  order  to  strike  out  one  word  of  it.  If  this 
course  was  followed  cut,  members  would  be  prevented  from  bringing  forw 
ward  their  piopositions,  and  we  should  be  fattened  and  pampered  in  eveiy 
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ilfge  <if  our  proceedingfl.  He  knew  of  no  rule  which  prohibits  an  am>eal 
H  any  tune.  In  no  book  wa^  there  any  such  rule,  and  the  Chalr^had  no 
iq^t  to  manufacture  one. 

Mr.  Meredith  contended,  that  it  was  too  late  to  receive  the  appeal.— 
IliOie  who  objected  to  a  single  word  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
fpom  Adams,  could  vote  against  it,  and,  if  it  was  negatived,  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  (Mr.  Stsrigere)  would  be 
btfore  us. 
Mr.  DcTKLOP :  Suppose  it  is  not  negatived :  can  it  be  amended  then  ? 
Mr.  MERBDrrH :  Why,  then,  the  majority  of  the  committee  will  have 
decided  to  retain  every  line  and  letter  of  it. 

Mr.  Earle  rose  to  correct  an  error  into  which  he  had  fallen.  There 
was  not  a  single  word  left  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Mont- 
|Oineiy. 

Mr.  MEREDrrB:  The  Chair,  as  a  matter  of  form,  always  retains  a 
word. 

Mr.  Earle  said  that,  as  it  stood,  the  amendment  struck  out  the  whole. 
He  could  not  see  the  logic  of  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Monl- 
lomery.  If  a  thing  was  not  strictly  in  order,  he  could  not  see  how  it 
codM  be  in  order. 

Mr.  Sergeant  said,  the  question  of  order  here  was  a  common  one, 
dioogfa  important.     The  question  was,  whether  a  decision  of  the  House 
night  be  brought  into  dispute.     When  the  Chair  decides  that  a  motion  is 
in  order,  if  the  House  does  not  object  to  it,  it  is  tacitly  received.    If  any 
Biember  thinks  it  ought  not  to  be  received,  that  is  the  time  for  him  to 
mike  his  objection.     If  it  is  received  by  the  House,  then  there  is  an  end 
of  the  question  of  order.     If  the  objection  be  not  made  to  the  Chair,  how 
eta  it  be  made  to  the  Honse  ?     Can  this  question  he  turned  out  of  the 
Boose  af\er  the  committee  has  received  it,  and  after  it  has  been  defeated  ? 
Gentlemen  may  say  that  tliis  is  a  very  strict  rule,  but  ihey  cannot  com* 
pUn  of  it,  though  it  may  be  regreted.  Every  thing  would  be  thrown  into 
toofusion,  if  we  did  not  follow  the  rules.     Mr.  S.  went  on  to  illustrate 
liii  position  by  a  reference  to  former  cases  and  decisions,  and  contended, 
tint  the  decision  of  the  Chair  was  correct.     Liberty,  he  continued,  was  a 
lIuDg  of  great  value  ;  it  was  inestimable,  and  he  was  not  sorry  to  see  a 
nun  make  a  struggle  for  it.     It  was  in  the  order  of  God^s  providence, 
that  it  should  be  maintained  by  constant  struggles  ;  but,  there  was  always 
a  danger  that  man   would  want  too  much  liberty,  and  that  his  demands 
would  go  beyond  the  line  of  justice  towards  his  fellows.     It  was,  there- 
by, that  laws  were  made,  and  therefore,  rules  of  order  were  m'lde. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  only  rose  to  correct  an  impression  which 
Btfht  go  abroad.  It  had  been  said  this  morning,  by  a  gentleman,  that  he 
kad  no  desire  to  clean  his  own  skirts.  Nor  have  1,  (said  Mr.  C.^  The 
chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  whole  on  the  first  article,  had  aecided, 
ami  eonectly  too,  that  the  question  was  on  the  report  of  the  committee.— 
Tb#  gantlf  man  from  Montgomery  put  the  question.  The  Chair  decided 
that  both  were  under  cx)nsideration,  and  might  be  amended.  We  had  got 
IbIo  m  difficulty  before  we  were  aware.     But  it  did  not  begin  with  him, 

er.  C.)     He  did  not  wish  it  to  go  abroad  as  originating  with  him.     He 
1  only  followed  in  the  track.    He  would  say  to  the  gentleman  behind, 

k»  kat w  of  no  rule  to  prevent  an  appeal  from  being  mmk*    Wben  be  dii* 


210  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

covered  his  error,  he  did  not  know  that  he  had  only  to  gobaek  to  the  forks 
of  the  road,  and  take  the  ri(j:ht  track  ?  What  were  the  lulea  ?  They  were 
made  by  ourselves,  and  might  he  changed  ?  We  are  all  here,  and  all  sub* 
jcct  to  change  our  opinions.  If  the  rules  do  not  work  well,  we  can  alter 
them.  We  may  as  well  decide  this  thing  at  once.  He  did  not  like  lo 
take  the  error  on  himself. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Nnnhampton,  said  he  had  a  broad  back,  and  was  readjr 
to  bear  all  which  could  be  laid  on  it.  He  did  not  know  if  he  was  the  first 
to  commit  the  error.  He  was  sure  he  should  not  be  the  last,  nor  (said 
Mr.  P.)  will  you.  In  matters  of  order,  Governor  Snyder  said*  take 
common  sense  as  your  guide,  and  you  may  be  sure  you  will  decide  right. 
When  an  amend  nf^nt  was  moved  to  the  report  of  the  committee,  I  decided 
that  the  amendment  cbuld  be  amended,  and  that  we  could  go  no  further 
till  that  question  was  dii>posed  of.  The  report  of  the  committee  is  received 
as  a  bill  is  received  from  the  committee.  As  gentlemen  moved  to  amendt 
another  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  and  then  a  motion  was  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  further  to  amend.  The  Chair  decided 
the  last  motion  to  be  out  of  order,  and  the  gentleman  appealed  from  the 
decisi(m.  But  an  explanation  ;  he  said,  he  did  not  know  there  was  en 
amendment  pending  to  the  amendment,  and  withdrew  the  appeal?  If 
there  was  any  thing  wrong  in  this,  he  did  not  know  it.  He  saw  no  diffi- 
culty in  the  course  to  be  pursued.  He  believed  the  Chair  was  right  in  his 
decision.  Solomon  said,  there  is  a  time  for  all  things.  The  appeid  should 
have  been  taken  before  there  was  any  action  or  decision  in  the  question* 
The  opportunity  for  appeal  had  now  gone  by. 

Mr.  DvNLop  explained. 

The  Chair  (being  filled  by  Mr.  Chambers,)  said  it  was  important*  in 
all  deliberative  bodies,  that  there  should  be  lules  for  facilitating  and  de> 
spatching  business,  and  it  would  be  a  relief  to  him  as  Chairman,  if  there 
was  a  rule  upon  him  on  this  occasion,  equal  to  every  difficulty ;  yet,  from 
the  question  of  order  which  has  been,  and  which  may  be  hereafter  raisedf 
he  has  no  reason  to  believe  that  such  a  rule  can  be  furnished  by  the  com- 
mittee. The  question  now  presented,  is,  whether  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  was  not  in,  order  in  rejecting  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop)  with  respect  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens.)  The  opinion  of  the  Chair  was,  mat  it  wae 
not  then  in  order  to  raise  the  question,  for  the  reason,  that  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  fjom  Adams  had  been  submited  to  the  committee  some 
time  before,  and  had  been  the  subject  of  debate  for  some  considerable 
time,  without  any  question  of  order  being  raised  in  relation  to  it  at  the  time 
it  was  presented.  There  is  no  rule  with  respect  to  the  time  at  which  en 
appeal  shall  be  taken,  yet  the  Chairman  did  suppose  there  must  be  some 
limit  as  to  time,  and  it  was  his  opinion  that  the  appeal  should  have  been 
taken  immediately  before  the  committee  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  subject ;  and  if  it  was  not  done  then  it  must  be  considered  ae  ao» 
quiesced  in,  not  only  by  the  gentleman  himself,  but  by  the  whole  com* 
mittee.  This  reason  for  the  decision  seemed  to  impress  itself  on  the  mind 
of  the  Chairman  with  some  force  and  propriew,  for  without  it  the  time  of 
the  House  mis^ht  be  occupied  for  a  considerable  time  in  the  discussion  of 
a  subject  which  would  immediately  be  decided  by  the  House,  if  the  deoi* 
iion  of  the  Chair  waa  not  sustained ;  and  when  that  decision  should  be 
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icr^fied  the  Houaa  would  immediately  proceed  to  other  bugineet.  It  is, 
thexefore,  necesstry  that  there  should  be  some  limit,  and  it  is  always  for 
the  committee  to  impose  this  limit.  It  was  now  for  the  committee  to  de- 
ode.  whether  or  not  this  question  of  order  was  raised  in  time.  With 
respect  to  the  other  question  which  had  been  raised,  in  deciding  it  he  de- 
cided it  as  he  conceived  in  conformity  with  what  has  been  the  parliamen- 
taj  usages,  and  what  has  been  the  practice  in  the  Legislature  of  Penn- 
ivnrania,  and  what  has  been  the  repeated  decision  of  the  Chair  in  this 
Uonvention,  sustained  from  time  to  time  by  the  body.  In  order  to  pre- 
.?ent  perplexity  and  confusion  in  doing  business,  there  is  a  limit  upon  the 
omnber  of  amendments  to  be  submited,  and  this  limit,  according  to  par- 
Bamentary  usage,  has  been  not  to  allow  more  than  an  amendment  to  an 
aneodment  to  be  submited,  thus  pieventing  the  body  from  having  its  time 
and  attention  occupied  upon  a  number  of  different  pf  opositions  at  the  same 
tone.  This  was  the  rule  of  all  parliamentary  bodies,  is  the  rule  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State,  is  the  rule  of  this  Convention,  and  has  been  acted 
apon  in  this  committee.  If  the  Chairman  in  this  decision  is  in  error,  he 
is  in  error  in  common  with  the  Chairman  who  preceded  him,  and  the 
cmamittee  itself  was  not  exempt  from  error  in  having  encouraged  it  in 
Aeii  different  Chairmen.  The  Chairman,  in  this  matter,  has  no  pride  of 
opbion  to  support,  because  he  was  only  carrying  out  the  opinion  of  other 
Chairmen,  and  of  the  committee  itself.  The  question  thf>n  will  be,  will 
die  eommitiee  sustain  the  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

The  question  being  then  taken,  the  appeal  was  not  sustained,  and  the 
decision  of  the  Chairman  was  affirmed. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  believing  that  it  would  be  right  enough  to  leave  the 
derkfl  of  the  Mayor's  Court  in  the  hands  of  the  people,  he  would  modify 
Ikis  amendment  by  striking  out  the  words  **  or  Mayors'*,  and  insert  after 
the  word  '*  county"  the  words  **  or  the  districts  over  which  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  said  courts  extends",  so  as  to  make  the  proposition  read  as 
IbUows  : 

'*  Prothonotaries  and  clerks  of  the  several  courts,  (except  the  clerks  of 

liie  Supreme  courts,  who  shall  btr  appointed  by  the  respective  courts  for 

At  term  of  three  years,)  Recorders  of  Deeds  and  Registers  of  Wilis  shall 

ttthe  time  and  places  of  election  of  Representatives,  be  elected  by  the 

sitisens  of  each  county,  or  the  districts  over  which  the  jurisdiction  of  said 

eonrts  extends,  and  shall  be  commissioned  hy  the  Governor.     They  shall 

koM  their  offices  for  three  years,  if  they  Khali  so  long  behave  themselves 

veByand  until  their  successors  shall  be  duly  qualified.     The  Legislature 

ikall  provide  by  law  for  the  number  of  persons  in  each  county  who  shall 

hold  said  offices,  and  how  many,  and  which,  of  said  offices,  shall  he  held 

^  one  person.     Vacancies  in  any  of  the  said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  an 

Bppointment,  to  be  made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue  until  the  next 

general  election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  elected,  and  qualified,  as 

tfwesaid". 

The  committee  then  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
•pin  to>morrew,  and 

The  Convention  adjourned. 


2»  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 


THURSDAY,  June  29,  1837. 

The  pBim^iNT  laid  before  the  Convention  a  communication  from  tbe 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  accompanied  with  a  ttatement  of  the 
whole  number  of  institutions  for  banking  and  other  purposes,  incorporated 
by  the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania,  since  1776,  as  follows,  viz  : 

Secretary's  OfiicE,  > 

Harrisburgt  June  29,  1837.   3 

Sir  :— In  compliance  with  a  resolution  of  the  Convention,  I  have  the 
honor  to  transmit  a  detailed  statement  of  the  whole  number  of  institu- 
tions for  bankincr  and  other  purposes,  incorporated  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  State,  since  1776 ;  together  with  the  date  of  incorporation,  the  amount 
of  capital  authorized  to  be  employed,  the  quantity  of  land  owned,  the 
amount  of  annual  income,  and  the  place  of  transacting  the  business  of 
eaeh  company  respectively,  so  far  as  could  be  ascertained. 

A  more  strict  compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  resolution,  would  be  • 
matter  of  great  difficulty,  if  »t  all  piacticable.  This  department  is  not  ia 
possession  of  information  showing  the  amount  of  capital  actuaUy  em'ploy* 
ed,  01  of  the  number  of  companies  that  have  forfeited  their  charters  by 
misuse  or  disuse.  Neither  has  it  been  deemed  necessary  to  attempt  its 
collection,  as  it  wns  nnderstood  that  a  continuation,  down  to  the  present  time, 
of  the  report  of  the  subject  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth 
to  the  Legislature  in  1828,  was  all  that  was  required.  That  document 
therefore  forms  a  part  of  this  report,  and  with  the  continuation  of  like 
statements  to  the  close  of  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  will  present! 
full  view  of  the  whole  matter  of  legislative  incorporation. 

It  was  not  supposed  to  be  the  desire  of  the  Convention  to  be  furnished 
with  a  similar  list  of  all  the  literary,  charitable  and  religous  societies, 
chartered  under  the  act  of  1791.  The  resolution  lequires  *^  the  dates  of 
the  several  acts  of  incorporation*'  of  the  compan'es  to  which  it  relates.-^ 
These  words  seem  to  limit  it  to  corporations  created  by  special  2LCts  of  the 
liegislature.  Charters  obtained  under  creneral  law  are  therefore  omited. 
They  will,  however,  be  furnished  if  desired,  as  speedily  as  the  other 
duties  of  the  department  will  admit. 

Annexed  will  be  foundare-capiiulatory  statement  of  the  whole  number  of 
each  kind  of  legislative  corporations,  with  the  aggregate  of  capital,  land 
and  income,  of  each  class.  Also  an  abstract  from  the  returns  of  all  the 
banks  of  the  State  in  operation  in  November,  1836,  and  laid  before  the 
Legislature  at  its  late  session,  by  the  Auditor  General.  This  document, 
it  is  believed,  contains  in  a  condensed  form,  all  the  information  possessed 
by  any  of  the  departments  on  the  subject. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

THO.  H.  BURROWES, 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth, 

HoUi  JOBN  SSROEAKT, 

President  of  Courention, 
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March  31,  1807 
do. 

do. 
do. 

1 

•s 

1 

An    act  to    incorporate    truBleees    for    thf 
Meadville     academy,    and    to    eetabiiah    the 
Mme, 

A  supplement  to  an  acl  cntiiled  an  act  to 
erect  the  loH-n  of  Canonsbiirg,  in  the  county  of 
WMhinglon.  into  a  borough, 

A  supplement  lo  an  act  entitled  an  acl  author- 
wing  the  Governor  In  incorporate  a  company 
*;r  making  an  artificial  road  from  the  banli  of 

Htrriabutg, 

An  acl  lo  enable  ihe  Oovemer  lo  incorporate 
t  company  for  making  an  artificial  road  by 
Oie  beat  and  neareal  route  from  iho  borough 
of  York  to  tho  Maryland  line,  at  Ihe  place  the 
prewnt  York  road  passes  the  same  or  na  near 

pedient, 

A   supplement   to   an    act  entided    an    act 
to  enaUe  the  (Governor   of   this    Common- 
wealth to  ineorponte  a  company  for  miking 
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Mn  Stevens,  of  Adams,  presented  two  memorials  from  citizens  of 
Penntylvuiia,  praying  that  the  privilege  of  llie  trial  by  jury  mav  bs  ex- 
tended to  all  persons,  which  was  refered  to  the  committee  to  whom  was 
commited  the  ninth  article  of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  CoATEs,  of  Lancaster,  presented  two  memorials  from  citizens  of 
Pittsburg,  similar  in  their  charac;er,  which  was  refered  to  the  same  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Magee,  of  Perry,  presented  two  petitions  from  ciiizens  of  Perry 
county,  against  Banks  and  Banking,  wliich  wctc  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Fry,  of  Lehigh,  siibmited  the  lollowiiig  resolution  : 

**  Jiuohed,  I'hat  the  8ul)scripiion  l>y  the  Conveniion,  to  the  Dally  Chronicle,  be  di» 
continued  at  the  eml  of  thi^  present  month''. 

The  resolution  being  under  consideration,  it  was  read  a  second  time-— 
ayes  58. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  striking  out 
ail  after  the  word  **  Resolved**,  and  inserting  as  follows :  **  That  a  com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  arrange- 
ments for  discontinuing  the  Daily  Chronicle**. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadel^ihia,  moveJ  to  amend  the  amendment,  by 
adding  the  words,  *'  And  also  to  enquire  how  far  the  other  expenses  of 
this  Convention  mav  be  reduced". 

Mr.  Stevens  accepted  the  amendment  as  a  modification  of  his  amend- 
ixient. 

Mr.  Fry  then  accepted  the  amendment,  as  amended,  as  a  modification 
^f  his  resolution. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  remarked,  that  the  whole  cflfect  of  the 
V^esolution  would  he  destroyed  hy  the  modifications,  as  the  third  month  of 
%he  Chronicle  would  begin,  unless  the  committee  should  report  to- 
Xnorrow. 

Mr.  Strvens  said,  it  would  he  quite  as  respectful  to  the  House  to  sup- 
pose that  any  committee  would  do  its  duty,  us  to  charge  it  with  impurity 
mn  advance. 

Mr.  Cummin,  of  Juniata,  said,  the  snhject  had  occupied  his  mind.  He 
liad  always  voted  against  this  expenditure.  He  knuw  the  suhsciipiion 
>irould  be  expensive,  but  he  did  not  know  it  would  be  desired  by  his  con- 
stituents. He  had  sevi^ral  IcMters  from  which  it  appeare  i,  that  the  people 
liked  to  have  it.  He  believed  it  woul  I  be  wrong,  after  the  great  expense 
incured  by  the  publisher  tor  hands,  types,  presses,  &c.,  to  say  to  him, 
that  we  will  stop  short  in  the  midst. 

Mr.  Cunningham,  of  Mercer,  move;l  to  strike  out  all  that  part  of  the 
resolution  which  related  to  the  Daily  Chronicle.  He  did  not  know  why 
the  Chronicle  was  to  he  made  the  srape-gont  of  the  Convention.  He 
believed  there  were  other  c  luses.  Ever  since  he  had  received  the  Chro- 
nicle, he  ha  i  sent  it  to  his  eonsiituen:s  aecordincr  to  a  list  made  out,  and 
had  desired  that  it  raii^ht  be  filed  in  the  Po?t  office.  From  letters  which 
had  reached  him,  he  could  say,  that  his  constituents  weie  much  gratified 
with  the  act  of  the  Convention  in  sending  this  paper  out  among  the  peo- 
ple. They  did  not  mind  the  expense — they  wanted  the  information, 
every  day,  and  correctly  given.  He  had  hear^l  no  complaints.  Wj»y  did 
OOtgentlemin  strike  out  ihe  expense  of  the  other  papers? 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  suggested  the  propriety  of  leaving  the 
Vol.  hi.  u2 
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whole  matter  \o  the  committee.  He  was  satisfied  to  continue  the  Chro* 
niele.  The  difiference  between  this  and  other  papers  consists  in  this— 
that  through  the  Chionicle  we  give  infoimation,  while  from  the  other  pa- 
pers we  receive  it.  He  had  no  doubt  the  committee  could  report  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  Merrill  did  not  know  of  any  thing  in  tlie  Chronicle  of  which  he 
was  ashamed ;  therefore,  he  had  no  strong  reason  for  stopping  iL  If  it 
was  not  for  the  Chronicle,  the  people  would  not  know  why  we  were  so 
long  in  doing  their  business. 

Mr.  Dickey  wished  there  should  be  a  curtailment  of  the  number  of 
debates  and  journals.  He  believed  the  Chronicle  was  more  popular  ont 
of  doors  than  here.  Some  gentlemen  wrote  out  what  they  did  not  say  ; 
others  were  incorrectly  reported,  and  if  the  journal  of  debates  was  to  be 
a  copy  of  the  Chronicle,  it  was  time  it  should  be  enquired  into. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said,  the  introduction  of  the  Chronicle 
was  one  of  his  sins.  He  didnotlike  to  abandon  it  now.  It  was  true  there 
were  sometimes  errors.  Some  of  the  speeches,  as  they  are  delivered 
here,  murdered  the  English  language,  but  they  appeared  in  the  Chronicle 
in  good  English.  If  gentlemen  desired  to  see  speeches  as  they  were  de- 
livered, he  had  no  objection.  This  paper  was  popular  wtth  the  people. 
He  had  sent  his  abroad,  and  if  a  number  were  missing,  he  was  written  to. 
He  believed  the  people  were  better  satisfied,  than  if  they  had  to  gather  the 
infoimation  as  they  could  from  others  papers.  He  denied  that  this  ex- 
pense should  be  considered  as  an  expense  to  the  Convention.  It  was  an 
expense  incurod  for  the  information  of  the  people.  The  paper  was  sent 
to  them  to  let  them  know  what  we  are  doing.  It  was  not  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  members  of  the  Convention.  It  was  wrong  to  say  it  was  an  ex- 
pense incured  for  them  ;  it  was  for  the  people.  He  regreted  that  bis 
tiiend  from  Lehigh  should  make  this  the  scape-goat.  The  postage  is 
chiefly  for  letters — the  Chronicle  is  but  a  small  part.  As  to  the  letters* 
was  it  right  ihat  the  postage  of  them  should  be  paid  out  of  the  pockets  of 
members.  If  the  postage  of  a  gentleman*s  letters  amounted  to  a  dollar  s 
day,  it  w;is  an  expense  which  he  would  not  hove  incured  had  he  been  at 
home.  He  would  join  in  diminishing  improper  expenses,  but  he  would 
not  touch  this  item.  Editors  of  most  of  the  papers  have  correspondents 
here,  who  give  what  tone  and  color  they  please  to  our  proceedings,  while 
the  Chronicle  gives  facts  as  they  occur.  This  he  honestly  believed.  He 
would  oppose  any  attempt  to  make  this  papei  the  scape-goat.  The  people 
do  not  find  fault  with  the  expense ;  they  are  glad  to  have  it,  and  he  would 
like  to  hear  any  complaint  which  any  citizen  has  made  to  any  member 
here  concerning  it,  or  remonstrating  against  the  act  of  the  Convention  in 
subscribing  for  it.  He  knew  the  impression  of  the  county  he  repre- 
sented was  favorable  to  this  paper. 

Mr.  HiESTKR,  of  Lancaster,  regreted  the  motion  which  had  been  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Mercer.  This  discussion  was  altogether  prema- 
ture. The  committee  would  report  in  a  day  or  two,  and  then  the  whole 
subject  would  be  understood.  The  gentleman  says,  the  great  expense  of 
postage  is  in  the  letter  postage.  He  did  not  know  what  was  the  daily  ex- 
pense of  postage  for  the  Chronicle.  It  was,  however,  heavy,  and  he 
wished  to  act  with  a  full  understanding  of  the  subject.  He  hoped  the 
fsntleman  from  Mercer  would  withdraw  his  amendment. 
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Mr.  FutxKE  said,  it  would  be  recollected  that  when  this  resolution  was 
^viginally  ofiered,  he  opposed  it.  The  paper,  he  knew,  was  too  small  to 
^ontiiii  a  full  report  of  the  debates  of  this  body.  My  idea  was,  that  there 
ivould  be  suitable  and  proper  stenographers,  and  that  the  reports  would  be 
accurately  given.  It  was  stated  that  this  would  be  the  fact,  and  I  then  be- 
came favorable  to  the  subscription.  But  this  has  not  been  done.  If  the 
promise  of  the  publisher  hnd  been  carried  out,  and  the  Chronicle  had  pre- 
sented fair  and  accurate  reports,  as  taken  down  by  the  stenographer,  it 
would  have  been  valuable,  but  no  member  would  say  that  such  had  been 
the  character  of  its  reports.  Debates  of  two  or  three  days  old  were  insert- 
ed, to  the  exclusion  of  the  latest  proceedings,  and  tlie  reason  was  obvious ; 
because  the  long-winded  speeches  were  fallen  in  arrear.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  amendment,  because  there  would  be  a  report  on  the  subject. 
He  would  like  a  new  arrangement,  so  that  the  stenograplier  employed  by 
the  Convention  should  make  out  an  abstract  daily.  The  people  want  in- 
formation, but  they  want  correct  information. 

Mr.  Chambers,  of  Fianklin,  preferred  the  amendment,  which  would 
strike  out  the  part  relating  to  the  Chronicle,  and  leave  it  to  the  committee 
to  report  as  they  thought  best.     He  was  unwilling  to  retain  that  part,  be- 
cause it  appeared  like  a  reflection  on  the  publisher.     He  was  not  so  much 
opposed  to  the  manner  in  which  the  paper  had  heen  published,  as  to  the 
expense.     When  the  order  was  given,  it  was  in  reference  to  the  time  that 
It  was  supposed  the  Convention  would  sit,  which  was  calculated  at  two 
months.     It  had  done  much  good,  but  would  not  be  so  important  here- 
after.    The  reports  of  the  committees  were  now  all  made,  and  before  the 
Convention,  either  in  the  form  of  reports,  or  as  propositions  from  mem- 
bers.    As  to  the  work,  he  was  surprised  that  it  was  done  so  well,  consid- 
ering the  short  space  of  time  allowed.     It  was  laid  on  the  table  the  next 
morning,  and  the  editor  indulged  gentlemen  with  an  opportunity  to  correct 
their  speeches.     Siill,  however,  he  believed  that  the  publicatiim  might 
hereafter  be  dispensed  with.     The  people  are  now  informed  of  all  the  im- 
jMrtant  matter,  and  the  expense  is  heavier  than  before.     He  agreed  that 
the  investigation  of  the  committee  ought  not  to  stop  here.     The  daily  al- 
lowance of  four  newspapers  to  each  member,  he  deemed  an  extravagance. 
It  was  a  small  matter,  to  be  sure,  but  a  number  of  these  small    matters* 
made  up  the  aggregate.     It  would  be  better  to  make  the  examination  gene- 
ts, and  not  particular.     The  Chronicle  had  done  all  which  the  Conven- 
tion had  a  right  to  expect  from  it. 

Mr.  Frv  said,  he  had  not  anticipated  this  long  discussion.  He  had  no- 
thing to  say  against  the  Chronicle.  His  sole  object  was  to  reduce  the  ex- 
Knses.  These  expenses,  he  understood,  were  a  hundred  dollars  a  day. 
olden  times,  members  paid  their  own  expenses.  He  did  not  mean  to 
make  the  Chronicle  the  scape-goat ;  but  he  thought  it  necessary  to  curtail 
the  expenses  of  the  Convention.  He  then  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
the  question,  and  they  were  ordered  accordingly. 

Mr.  AoNEw,  of  Beaver,  stated  that  he  had  voted  for  the  Chronicle,  be- 
cause he  had  believed  that  it  would  be  useful  to  the  Convention  and  the 
people.  He  was  still  inclined  to  support  the  papsr,  but  if  the  resolution 
was  amended  so  as  to  be  an  inciuiry  into  the  manner  in  which  it  is  con- 
ducted, he  would  prefer  it«  He  wu9  not  disposed  to  make  a  scape^goat  of 
Ibe  Obrooiclsi  but  be  would  be  williug  that  some  inquiry  shoqld  bo  u)4de 
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into  the  manner  in  which  the  paper  is  conducted.  He  beliered  it  wtiBOt 
eondocted  with  fairness,  and  somptimes  there  was  a  total  perversion  of  the 
argument,  of  which  he  had  himself  fdt  the  effects.  Some  write  ont  iheir 
remarks,  of  which  he  did  not  cnmp*ain.  He  made  no  complaint  oftlimtt 
or  of  the  correction  of  grammatical  errors ;  hut  he  did  complain  when  ar- 
guments were  inserted  in  the  pnper  which  were  nevei  delivered.  It  was 
no  longer  ago  than  last  week,  that  a  gentleman  behind  him  occupied  an 
hoar  on  the  subject  of  the  tax  qtialidcMtion,  and  another  gentleman  follow- 
ed,  who  only  consumed  about  ten  minutes.  Gross  injustice  was  done  to 
the  former  gentleman.  The  report  of  his  speech  was  but  the  shadow  of  an 
outline,  while  the  speech  which  had  been  delivered  in  ten  minutes,  filled 
the  space  of  four  columns  and  a  half  in  the  paper.  He  had  been  himself 
called  on  by  the  reporter,  to  write  out  his  remarks  on  the  veto  power*  and 
was  informed  that  if  he  did  not  furnish  Iiis  speech,  it  would  not  appear 
He  had  still  the  note  in  his  possession.  He  was,  therefore^  compelled  to 
write  out  his  speech.  This  was  a  course  which  did  not  meet  his  appro- 
bation. If  the  resohition  was  put  into  a  foim  so  as  to  make  it  an  inquiry 
iito  the  manner  in  which  the  paper  was  cnnductefl,  he  would  go  for  it.— 
But  he  was  not  in  favor  of  cutting  down  the  Chronicle  all  at  once.  He 
would  svpport  the  amendment  of  the  n:enileman  fnm  Mercer,  in  the  hope 
that  this  would  afiect  the  course  of  the  editor.  He  was  not  aware  that  any 
•tenoffmpher  was  employed  for  that  paper.  He  hoped  some  gentleman, 
after  this  motion  was  disposed  of,  would  modify  the  resolution  so  as  to 
pmvi('e  for  an  inquiry  into  this  matter. 

Mr.  PoRviANCE,  did  not  intend,  he  said,  to  make  any  remarks  on  this 
subject,  but  it  had  struck  him  that  the  gentleman  last  up.  had  alluded  to 
the  publication  in  the  Chronicle,  of  his  remarks  on  the  right  of  suffrage* 
in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  the  city,  (Mr.  Scott).  If  so,  he  would 
only  say,  that  the  report  in  the  Chronicle  was  not  full.  He  said  much 
more  than  appealed  there.  But  he  considered  this  discussion,  as  prema- 
ture, at  present.  It  was  a  proposition  for  enquiry,  only,  and  did  not 
bring  up  the  merits  of  the  question.  It  was  true,  that  he  had,  once  or 
twice,  taken  the  trouble  to  reduce  to  writing,  the  substance  of  whst  lie 
had  BHid  here,  and  he  i'eliev.d  the  eeniicman  from  Beaver,  who  had 
complained  so  much  of  it,  had  done  the  same  thing.  His  remarks  in  the 
Chronicle  had,  also,  been  quite  as  much  tortured  there,  as  those  of  that 
gentleman,  fie  had  been  made  to  say.  there  in  reference  to  something,  that 
It  **  looked  like  courting  a  woman  for  popularity."  What  he  said,  was 
••courting  popularity."  But  some  how  or  other,  they  contrived  to  thrust 
a  woman  between.  What  he  had  said  h.ere,  had  never  been  nearly 
fully  reported,  as  it  had  been  spol«en. 

Mi,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia  said  these  charges  of  writing  speech^ 
were  tco  general.  He  wished  they  mi«»ht  he  rendered  more  specific. 
He  had  not  listened  to  all  the  speeches,  and  could  not,  therefore,  nndei* 
take  to  fay,  that  what  was  reported  liad  not  been  said.  Considering 
the  degree  of  attention,  generally  given,  here,  to  speeches,  he  did  not 
think  any  gentlemen  had  a  right  to  say,  that  any  speech  delivered  hete, 
did  not  contain  the  words  reported.  His  remarks  in  the  Chronicle,  had 
not  been  reported  fully.  Nothing  was  ever  added  to  them  vm)  he  was 
sure  that  much  was  omiied,  and  necessarily  so.  The  fact  was,  that  what 
fell  from  hiflii  or  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell,)  or  the  gentle 
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from  Philadelphia,  over  the  way,  (Mr.  Scott,)  in  one  honrS  spMc* 
tng,  would  fill  two  or  three  numbers  of  the  Chronicle.     Gentlemen  tt* 
pected  what  was  impossible,  therefore,  if  they  supposed,  that  more  than 
an  abstract,  and  a  very  brief  one,  of  our  daily  debates,  and  proceedings, 
would  appear  in   that  paper,  it  was  of  necessity,  therefore,   that  the  re- 
marks of  gentlemen   were  tortured  in  those  reports.    The  difficulty  was. 
In  our  expecting  too  much.     His  own  remarks,  as  published  in  the 
Chronicle,  were  very  much  condensed.     One  geatlemnn,  tne  other  day, 
declared  to  him,  that  he,  (Mr.  B.)  did  not  make  a  certain  remark,  which 
was  attributed  to  him  in  the  Chronicle  report;  but,  two  or  three  other 
gentlemen,  who  were  near  him  at  the  time,  declared  that  they  remembered 
it,  clwtinctly.     This  shelved,  that  no  member  could  safely  undertake  to 
aay,  that  members  had  reported  in  the  Chronicle  what  they  had  not  deli- 
Tered.     He  had  no  doubt,  that  those  employed  in  reporting  the  debates, 
were  desirous  of  doing  justice  to  all,  and  if  any  errors  were  made,  gen- 
themen  had  an  opportunity  of  correcting  them  in  the  proof  sheet,  which 
was  for  that  purpose,  laid  on  their  tables,  every  morning.     If  any  thinff 
there  was  erroneously  imputed   to  them,  they  could  strike  it  out,  instead 
of  bringing  their  complaints  here. 

Mr.  HopKiNSON  said,  the  discussion  was  premature.  If  we  were  about 
to  adjourn,  for  a  short  time,  the  whole  subject  might  hs  well  rest  for  the 
present.  As  to  the  Chronicle,  he  had  never  read  a  line  of  it,  nor  sent 
one  of  them  away.  He  did  not  know,  whether  they  made  his  remarks 
long  or  short — ^but  they  could  not  well  m.ike  them  shorter  than  they 
'wert.  He  did  not  think,  any  genUeman  should  complain  of  his  speechee 
1>eing  reported  brieflj. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  he  was  at  all  times  in  favor  of  enquiry,  and,  if  the  pro- 
position was  made  by  any  one,  for  an  enquiry  on  this  subject,  he  would 
vote  for  it.  As  to  his  own  rem.^rkt,  they  had  not  been  reported  so  much 
at  lensrth,  as  he,  taking  counsel.  p3rhaps,  of  his  vanity,  might  wish.  He 
would  suggest  the  propriety  of  making  the  proposition  a  little  broader, 
and  of  ascertaining  who  reports  our  remarks,  in  the  Pennsylvanian,  and 
the  Inquirer.  They  make  us  say  strange  things  there,  sometimes.  He 
e>dled  the  attention  of  gontlemen  to  a  letter  in  the  Pennsylvanian, 
imputing  certain  remarks  to  him,  which  he  read.  The  writer  must  have 
dreamed  of  this.  He  hoped  the  commitee  would  extend  their  care  to 
this  reporter,  and  pcri^uadc  him,  either  to  drop  his  correspondence,  or  to 
come  somewhere  near  the  truth. 

Mr.  Fleming  said,  the  question  was  now  on  raisin$f  the  committee  to 
make  inquiry  as  to  the  expediency  of  discontinuini;  the  Chroncicle  and  other 
exoenses.  He  cotild  see  no  reason  for  appointing  such  a  committee- 
Was  there  a  gentlenmn  here  who  did  not  know  what  was  the  amonnt  of 
the  expense  for  the  Chronicle  and  the  posta^re  upon  it,  and  of  all  our  other 
expenses?  Then  what  was  the  nect^ssity  of  spending  five  or  six  hundred 
dollars  in  debating  and  delii)er.iiing  upon  the  matter,  as  if  we  wanted  infor- 
mation upon  it.  If  gfMUleincn  continued  lo  bring  such  subjects  before  us 
for  debate,  it  would  cost  more  than  the  Chronicle,  and  our  postage  togeth- 
er. Some  complained  tfjui  their  speeches  were  imperfectly  reported  in  the 
Chronicle,  and  others  suid.  they  cared  nothing  about  the  reports.  But  he 
confessed,  tliathe  thought  some  of  the  speeches  were  somewhat  improved 
by  going  tlurough  the  fingers  of  the  reporters.     It  had  been  a  matter  of 
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lurprif e  to  see  how  correctly  and  promptly  the  debates  and  proceedingi 
had  been  furnished  by  this  paper.  He  did  not  see  the  ground  for  all  iheat 
eomplainls,  and  he  did  not  think  that  we  were  bound  to  nntice  these  com* 
plaints,  S3  far  as  to  raise  a  committee  of  inquiry,  when  we  had  already  a 
special  committee  for  the  superintendence  of  the  publicatiun  of  the  Daily 
Chronicle.  No  complaint  had  come  from  that  committee,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  attend  to  this  subject.  It  is  not  to  be  presumed,  therefore,  thai  the 
person  with  whom  we  contracted  to  print  the  paper,  has  in  any  way  neg- 
lected the  duty  devolved  upon  him  by  the  contract.  We  had  several  timet, 
after  a  long  debate,  exoressed  an  opinion  in  regard  to  the  Chronicle;  and, 
if  any  one  thing  had  been  determined  by  the  Convention,  it  was,  that  thox 
should  continue  to  take  the  Chronicle.  What,  theiefore,  was  to  be  gain- 
ed  by  further  debate  and  by  arguing,  he  could  not  imagine^  especially  mm 
we  had  before  us  every  item  of  expence  connected  with  the  publication  and 
distribution  of  the  paper.  He  was  in  favor  of  continuing  the  publicmlion, 
because  he  believed  the  people  wanted  it.  He  knew  that  theV  were 
anxious  to  receive  it,  and  that  it  was  read  with  great  avidity.  He  reoeir« 
ed  letters  day  after  day,  wishing  for  more  copies  of  the  paper  than  ware 
allowed  to  his  share. 

Mr.  Darlington  said  the  subject  had  now  been  discussed  for  neaily 
two  hours,  at  the  expense  of  several  hundred  dollars,  and  he  moved  its  in- 
definite postponement. 

Mr.  HiBSTER  said,  as  this  motion  would  not  settle  the  matter,  and  as  we 
had  already  spent  half  of  a  day  in  discussing  a  preliminary  question,  he 
would  move  the  previous  question,  which  was  seconded. 

The  main  question  was  ordered  to  be  put,  and  being  taken,  the  resohH 
tion,  as  modified,  was  agreed  to^yeas,  102 :  nays,  13---as  follows  : 

Ykas — Messrs.  Agnew,  Bank!«,  BarndoUar,  Bamitz,  Bjyne,  Bell,  Bigelow,  Bonham, 
Brown,  of  Lancaster,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Carey,  Chamben^ 
Chandler,  of  Che-'ter,  Chauncey,  Clark,  of  Beaver,  Clarke,  of  Dauphin,  CUrke,  of  Ind^ 
Mia,  Coates,  Cochran,  C!opc,  Cox,  Ctaig,  Crain,  Cmn:,  Cummin  Curll,  Da-rah,  Deimj, 
Dickoy,  Di'kprsin,  DiHint^er,  Dona^n,  D^nnell  Daran^  Dunlop.  Earle,  Forward,  Foolk- 
md.  Fry,  Pul*er,  Gamble,  Gearhirt,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  Helfenstfin* 
H^nJers  m,  of  Dauphin,  lliestor,  Hopkinson,  Hyd  *,  Jenks,  Kf*im,  Kenneily,  Kerr,  Koaif> 
maeher,  Krebs,  Long.  Lyons.  Maday,  Ma^oe,  Mann,  Martin,  M*Call.  M*Dowcll,  M'Sbav* 
ly,  Merrill,  Merkcl,  Miller,  Montgomer}',  Myers,  Ovcrlirld,  Poiter,  of  Lancaster,  PnrPi- 
anre,  Reij^art,  Re  id,  Riter,  Ritter,  R>gers,  Royer,  Sacger,  Scott,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  SerrilU 
Seheetz,  Shellito,  Sill,  Smith,  Smyth,  Sniv  ly,  Steriffere,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Tafgmrt,  Todd^ 
Wdidman,  White,  Woodward,  Young,  Sergeant,  Pretitlmt — 102, 

Nats — Measrs.  Ayres,  Baldwin,  Cunningham,  Darlington,  Farrclly, Fleming,  Henda^ 
son,  of  Allegheny,  Houpt,  Meredith,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Stevens,  ThcNBSS 
—13. 

The  committee  was  then  ordered  to  consist  of  five  members,  and  iht 
following  gentlemen  were  appointed  hy  the  Chair  to  constitute  the  com- 
mittee :  Messrs.  Fry,  Stevens,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  DickbTi  and 
Brown,  of  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Martin  called  fir  the  secon  1  reading  and  consideration  of  his  reto* 
Itition  for  an  adjournment,  from  Saturday  the  1st  day  of  July,  to  Monday 
tlie  27th  day  of  July. 

Mr.  HiESTBR  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motioUt  and 
Mr.  Martin  withdrew  it  for  the  present. 

Mff  MsuoiTH  moved  the  second  reading  imd  consideration  pf  t^ 
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resolution  offered  by  him  on  Monday  last,  for  rescinding  the  order  of 
the  12ih  instant,  applying  the  previous  question  in  the  committee  of 
the  whole. 

Mr.  KxAD  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion,  and  the  question  be- 
injr  taken,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative— yeas  65  ;  nays  63 :  as 
foUows : 

YiAi— Menri.  Agnew,  Ayres.  Baldwin,  Bamdorar.  Barnilz,  Bell,  Biddle,  Brown,  of 
Luncuter,  Carey,  Cbambers,  Chandler,  of  Cheatrr,  Chauncey,  Cinrk,  of  Beaver,  Clarke, 
•f  Indiana,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cox,  Crawfonl,  Crum,  Cunningham,  D.irlingtnn,  Denny, 
Dickey,  Itonnell,  Forward,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkins 
aon,  Hou)t,  Jenks,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  ]«ong,  Maclay,  M'Dowell,  M'Sherry,  MereiHth, 
Merrill,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaater,  Porter,  of  Northampton.  Parviance,  Reigart,  Roj« 
cr,  Rofliell,  Scott,  8ill,  Snivcly,  Sterigere,  Stevens,  Thomas,  Tudd»  Woodward,  Young, 
SefgrenL  Pretident'^bb, 

Nats— Me^ani.  Banks,  Bayne,  Bigelow.  Bonham,  Brown  of  Northampton,  Brown* 
ef  Philadelphia,  Clarke,  of  Dauphin,  Cleavinger,  Coates,  Craig.  Crain,  Cummin,  CoHl, 
Darrah,  Dickerson,  Dillinger,  Donagan,  Doran,  Earle,  Farrellv,  Fleming,  FoulkriNi,  Fiy, 
Poller,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Halting*,  Hayhurst,  Helfenstein,  Hiest«r, 
Hyde,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Krehs,  Lynnx,  Magee,  Mann,  M'Call,  Merkel,  Miller,  Montgome- 
ly,  Myera,  Overfield,  Read,  Riter,  Ritter,  Ri>gcr8,  Saeger,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Serrill,  Scbeeti^ 
SlieUito,  Smith,  Smyth,  Swetland,  Stickle,  I'aggart,  Weidman,  White— 63. 

SIXTH  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole* 
Mr.  Chambers  in  the  Chair,  on  the  report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was 
lefered  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution. 

The  question  being  on  the  following  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sti- 
^WHB^  to  Strike  out  from  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Sterigere,  so  much  of 
the  report  as  relates  to  the  second  section,  all  after  the  word  **  Prothono- 
tariee^'f  and  insert  '*  and  Clerks  of  thp  several  courts,  (except  Prothonota* 
lies  of  the  Supreme  Court,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  court  for  the 
lerm  of  three  years,  if  they  so  long  behave  themselves  well,)  Kecorden 
of  deeds  and  Registers  of  wills,  shall  at  the  times  and  places  of  election 
of  Representatives  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of  each  county  or  dictrict 
over  wliich  the  jurisdiction  of  said  court  extends,  and  shall  be  commis- 
sioned by  the  Governor.     They  shall  hold  their  offices  for  three  years  if 
they  shall  so  long  beliavo  themselves  well,  and  until  thcii  successors  shall 
be  duly  qualified.     The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  the  number  of 
persons  in  each  county  who  shall  hold  said  ofHces,  and  how  many  and 
which  of  said  offices  shall  be  hold  by  one  person.     Vacancies  in  any  of 
tlie  said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  appointment  to  be  made  by  the  Governor* 
to  continue  until  the  next  general  election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be 
Reeled  and  qualified  as  aforesaid**:— 

Mr.  HAVHURffr  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows — Mr.  Chairman  :  As  we 
ire  about  to  record  our  votes  on  the  proposition  now  pending,  1  deem  it 
my  duty  to  state  my  reasons  for  the  vote  I  shall  give.  1  came  here  with 
the  principle  engraven  on  my  mind,  (and  I  still  letain  it,)  that  all  officers 
who  require  a  special  qualification  ought  to  be  appointed,  and  that  all  who 
require  but  a  general  qualification  ought  to  be  elected.  The  leasons  on 
which  this  prmciple  is  founded,  are  these  :  The  people  at  large  are  (he  best 
qndified  to  judge  of  a  man's  honesty,  fidelity,  industry  and  punctuality;  and 
also  of  his  morality,  suavity  of  manners,  and  general  intelligence.  But  an 
indiTidiitlt  or  a  limited  number  of  individuau«  axe  the  best  able  to  judge 
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of  the  ipecial  or  professional  capacity  of  an  individual.  A  knowledge  of 
the  6r8t  qualities  is  best  derived  from  a  long  and  general  acquaintance ; 
while  a  knowledge  of  the  latter  is  derived  from  a  close  particular  acquaint- 
mnce,  and  an  enquiry  on  that  subject  alone.  In  accordance  with  this  prin« 
ciple,  I  prefer  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams  to  that  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montgomery,  because  the  former  requires  all  officers 
mentioned  in  it  to  be  elected,  except  the  Clerk  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
while  the  latter  lequires  the  appointment  of  Clerks  of  other  courts  besides 
the  Supreme. 

I  have  another  objection  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery,  because  it  requires  one  person  for  each  office.  Now,  in  the 
county  which  I  have  the  honor  here  to  represent,  the  perquisites  or  fees  of 
the  inferior  clerkships  are  insufficient  to  support  an  officer  to  attend  to  that 
duty  alone ;  and  hence  we  always  have  several  of  them  bestowed  upon  one 
individual.  This  is  also  necessarily  the  case  in  several  other  cooiities.— - 
In  this  respect  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams  has  the  ad- 
vantage, because  the  regulation  of  this  matter  is  left  to  the  Legislature, 
and  will  enable  the  inhabitants  of  these  counties  to  arrange  these  matters 
as  they  please. 

The  only  thing  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  which 
militates  against  my  principle  is,  that  the  (3]erk  of  the  Supreme  Court  is 
to  be  appointed  by  the  court.  I  am  still  disposed  to  support  the  amend- 
ment, notwithstanding  it  crops  a  corner  oif  from  my  rule ;  and,  perhaps, 
strictly  speaking,  this  may  be  scarcely  an  opposition  to  the  piinciple,  be- 
cause this  officer  may  require  rather  a  special  than  a  general  qualifi- 
cation. 

I  mean  bv  saying  a  special  qualification,  those  which  require  some  par- 
ticular/?ro/e9«iof7a/ knowledge,  in  opposition  to  those  which  require  only 
a  general  knowledge.  For  instance,  I  am  for  appointing  the  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  the  Presidents  of  the  Common  Pleas,  the  Attorney 
General,  and  the  Surveyor  General ;  and  for  electing  the  State  Treasurer, 
Auditor  General,  the  County  Treasurer,  and  other  county  officers,  Whfle 
I  am  for  electing  the  Canal  Commissioners.  I  am  in  favor  of  appointing 
the  Engineers,  because  they  require  a  particular  scientific  qunlificatioil ; 
while  I  am  for  electinsf  a  Colonel,  I  am  for  appointing  the  Surgeon. 

I  am  also  for  appointing  the  County  Surveyor,  because  it  requires  a 
man  of  a  paiticular  profession  to  discharge  the  duties  of  that  office ;  yet  if 
a  proposition  should  come  in  all  other  respects  good,  I  would  vote  for  it, 
though  it  contains  a  proposal  to  elect  that  officer,  because  I  believe  it  to  be 
quite  too  trivial  to  be  worth  spending  time  about.  Fur  the  same  reasont  I 
would  prefer  appointing  the  Prosecuting  Attorney  in  some  way. 

Now,  tliere  may  be  something  in  the  phraseology  of  the  proposition  not 
exactly  in  accordance  with  my  view ;  yet,  as  it  contains  my  general  prin- 
ciples, and  because  it  is  impossible  to  frame  a  section  so  as  to  meet  the 
views  of  every  gentleman  on  this  floor,  I  am  disposed  to  vote  for  it,  aild  I 
hope  it  will  prevail 

Mr.  Mann  suggested  the  propriety  of  amending  the  proposition,  by  in- 
serting in  the  seventh  line,  the  words  *'  unless  the  Legislature  shall  other- 
wise provide'',  which  was  accepted. 

Mr.  RsAi),  said  he  preferred  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
AduEDs  {Mr.  Stevens)  to  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  (Mr. 
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trmoBm)  tnd  althnogh  on  yetterdny  he  thought  he  should  role  for  tha 
propotition  of  the  gentleman  fn^m  Adnns,  on  further  reflection,  he  had 
eomt  to  a  diflerent  conclusion.  He  had  nn  doubt,  if  we  had  taken  up  the 
buaineaa  in  its  proper  order,  and  determined  in  the  fifth  ariirle  what  courts 
we  would  have,  that  the  report  of  the  committee  would  have  been  the 
most  acceptable  proposition  to  the  committee.  But  as  we  have  passed 
over  the  fifth  article,  and  the  committee  on  that  article  have  showed  an 
nnwillingness  to  anticipate  any  alteration  in  the  county  courts,  we  must  do 
the  best  we  can.  Was  it  come  to  this,  that  by  the  irregular  course  of  pro* 
eteding  adopted  here,  we  are  reduced  to  the  absolute  necessity  of  either 
taking  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  or  the  proposition  of 
the  ffentleman  from  Montgomery.  Much  as  we  have  been  cramped  and 
restricted  in  our  proceedings  here,  by  constructions  of  rules  of  order,  it  did 
not  seem  to  him  that  we  were  yet  reduced  to  this  degrading  situation.  It 
seemed  to  him  there  was  a  way  of  getting  round  the  irreirularities  which 
have  been  sanctioned  here,  and  disentangling  ourselves  from  the  embar^ 
rassing  situation  of  being  compelled  to  take  one  of  two  propositions,  and 
of  rejecting  the  other  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  propositions  which  the 
lemaining  members  of  this  Convention  are  entitled  to  bring  forwaid.  The 
gentleman  from  Adams,  on  yesterday,  attempted  to  make  a  rally  for  his 
reform  to  this  section,  after  having  on  a  former  occasion  moved  an  adjourn* 
ment,  because  of  the  breach  made  in  the  old  Constitution,  with  a  view  of 
going  into  mouining  becsiuse  this  venerable  instrument  had  been  delivered 
over  into  the  hands  of  the  Phillistincs.  Yet  this  same  defen'ler  and  upholder 
of  the  old  Constitution  came  forward,  on  yesterday,  with  a  proposition  of 
reform  to  suit  himself  and  then  told  those  in  favor  of  reform,  you  dare  not 
Tote  against  my  proposition,  because  you  dare  not  vote  against  the  elective 
principle.  This  was  the  manner  in  which  the  gentleman  from  Adams 
attempted  to  drive  the  reformers  into  a  support  of  his  proposition.  Why 
were  these  cabalistick  appeals  made  ?  Why  should  gentlemen  be  told 
that  they  dare  not  vote  against  a  proposition  because  it  contained  the  elec- 
tive principle  ?  Was  it  a  fact  that  gentlemen,  in  recording  their  volea 
against  this  proposition,  were  voting  against  the  elective  pnnciple  7  It  was 
not— «nd  why  ?     Because  the   proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams 

SDposes  to  strike  out  not  only  thb  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
ontgomery,  but  also  the  report  of  the  committee,  both  of  which  are 
based  upon  the  elective  principle.  Now,  by  the  rule  established  here,  if 
this  amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  we  cannot  strike  out  any  thing  which 
has  been  put  in,  and,  consequently,  all  other  members  are  cut  off  from 
amendment  of  the  proposition  in  such  manner  as  to  make  it  acceptable  to 
them.  Now  we  must  take  this  rule  as  it  is,  because  we  do  not  know  thai 
we  can  get  it  reversed,  but  there  is  still  a  way  of  getting  a  different  pro- 

Kition  before  the  House ;  a  proposition  different  from  either  of  those 
aght  forward  on  this  occasion,  one  of  which  is  supposed  must  be  thiusi 
down  our  throats,  nolens  volens.  He  pioposed  then  to  the  friends  of  re« 
farm  to  vote  down  tlie  proposition  or  the  gentleman  from  Adams ;  and 
then  we  can  offer  something  in  the  place  of  it  more  acceptable,  as  he 
bdievcd  to  a  majority  of  the  Convention.  If  this  should  be  done,  he  then 
piopcMod  to  bring  forward  a  proposition  to  which  he  would  now  call  th« 
ttlaatiop  of  the  committee.  He  proposed  to  introduce  a  proposition  to 
aal  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  all  a(i#r 

tOUmlXU  t8 
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the  words  **prothonotarie8*',  and  insert  an  amendment  to  make  Ail 
amendment  read  as  follows  :  **  Prothonntaries  and  clerks  of  the  sareral 
courts  (except  the  Clerks  of  the  Supreme  Court  who  shall  be  appointed 
bv  the  said  Supreme  Court  during  pleasure,)  recorders  of  deeds  and  le* 
gister  of  wills,  shall  at  tlie  times  and  places  of  the  election  of  repriB< 
•entatives  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  or  the  citizens  of  ths 
judicial  districts  as  the  case  may  be.  They  shall  hold  their  offices  fin 
three  years  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well.  The  IjCKislt- 
ture  shall  by  law  determine  how  many  and  which  of  said  offices  shall  b^ 
held  by  one  person.  Vacancies  in  any  of  the  said  offices  shall  be  filled 
by  an  appointment  to  be  made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue  until  thi 
next  General  election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  elected  and  qualified. 
But  no  person  shall  hold  any  of  the  said  offices  more  than  two  terms  in 
any  period  of  nine  years," 

This  was  the  pro  position  he  proposed  offering  to  the  committee,  if  they 
should  reject  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  It  difien 
from  his  proposition  in  this  particular:  he  proposes  that  the  Snpremf 
Court  shall  appoint  their  clerks  for  three  years,  and  thus  make  them  ind«« 
pendent  of  the  appointing  power,  which  certainly  is  a  great  objection  tc 
that  part  of  his  proposition.  If  they  are  to  be  appointed  by  the  court  they 
should  be  appomted  during  pleasure,  or  with  a  limitation  that  they  should 
not  serve  more  than  a  certain  term  of  years,  so  that  the  court  might  havi 
the  power  of  controling  the^ e  officers.  In  this  particular,  then,  his  propo- 
sition difl*ered  fiom  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  and  he  took  it 
that  his  proposed  amendment  was  an  improvement  on  the  amendment  be- 
fore the  committee.  In  the  next  place,  his  proposed  amendment  difiered 
from  that  of  the  gentleman,  in  ihe  commissions  to  he  issued  by  the  Go?^ 
ernor,  to  those  officers.  This  he  had  omited  in  his  proposition,  and  il 
seemed  to  him  to  be  an  entiicly  unnecessary  formality.  Il  the  Govemoi 
had  any  thing  to  say  in  the  appointment  of  these  officers,  or  had  any  con- 
trol over  them,  then  there  might  be  some  reason  for  it,  but  as  he  had  noli 
it  was  a  mere  useless  ceremony.  But  it  diSered  from  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  in  another,  and  a  most  important  particular.  He  meant  !■ 
the  last  clause  of  his  amendment,  in  the  following  words :  '*  But  no  per* 
eon  shall  hold  any  of  the  said  offices  more  than  two  terms  in  any  period  of 
nine  years."  He  was  aware  that  many  of  the  friends  of  reform  are  oppo« 
eed  to  the  two  term  principle,  and  he  was  sorry  that  they  were  so,  bnt  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  vote  against  that  principle,  he  would,  hinii* 
self,  when  it  came  up  in  the  committee,  move  to  divide  the  propoeitioa 
eo  that  they  might  vote  for  the  former  part  of  the  proposition,  and  agatnel 
that  part.  He  wished  to  say  a  word  in  relation  to  that  principle.  Ho 
knew  tliat  many  were  opposed  to  it,  and  the  gentleman  from  Chester  (Mr. 
Bxu.)  is  opposed  to  it,  as  he  tells  us,  because,  in  the  first  place,  it  goca  to 
control  and  limit  the  action  of  the  ptople,  and  in  the  second  place,  he  telle 
us,  that  it  is  anti-democratic.  Now,  let  us  examine  the  matter,  and  see  if 
he  is  not  mistaken  in  both  these  positions.  It  is  said  that  it  is  a  propoei- 
tion  calculated  to  put  a  limit  upon  the  power  of  the  people.  Now«  ia  thii 
eo!  It  is  not,  because  we  have  not  the  power  here  to  limit  the  people 
It  would  amount  to  nothing  more  nor  less  than  this  :  that  if  we  insenod  il 
in  the  Conatitution,  and  the  people  adopted  it,  that  they  imposed  opott 
laeaaelTes  a  rale  of  action,  by  which  they  intended  to  be  governod.-  h  '' 
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BOthing  more  than  this.  If  the  people  desired  to  impose  this  general  rult 
of  action  upon  themselves,  they  ought  to  have  the  opportunity  of  doing ao, 
and  they  cannot  do  it  in  a  Constitutional  provision,  unless  we  give  them 
the  opportunity,  by  submitting  to  them  an  amendment  to  this  effect.  Every 
man  who  conducts  business  properly,  imposes  upon  himself  some  genoral 
rale  of  ccmduct,  and  every  wise  man  imposes  upon  himself  some  rale 
to  which  he  intends  to  adhere  through  life,  and  did  it  ever  occur  to 
the  mind^  of  any  man,  that  by  this  he  took  from  himself  any  power.  Why* 
iir,  evinry  good  man  imposes  upon  himself  some  general  rules.  The 
Deity t  himself,  acts  by  general  laws,  and  was  it  any  detraction  from  the 
power  of  the  Supreme  Being,  because  he  chose  to  impose  on  himself  gone* 
xml  and  unalterable  laws,  by  which  his  proceedings  were  conducted  ?  No, 
sir.  Then  the  supposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  that  the  adop* 
tion  of  this  principle  goes  to  limit  the  people  in  their  action,  will  not  bear 
an  examination ;  because  this  principle  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the 
principle  which  the  people  have  told  us,  in  the  strongest  and  most  em- 
phatic and  undisputed  language,  they  wished  to  adopt  for  themselves.  In 
the  first  place,  the  item  of  reform,  perhaps,  lying  nearest  the  hearts  of  the 
people,  is  the  abolition  of  lif j  offices  In  the  second  place,  the  election  of 
county  officers ;  and  in  the  third  place,  the  two  teim  principle.  WnU, 
what  IS  there  anti-democratic  in  the  two  term  principle  ?  If  there  was  any 
thing  anti-democratic  in  it,  the  gentleman  from  Chester  must  have  sane* 
tioned  an  anti-democratic  principle  in  limiting  the  Governor  to  two  teniis, 
and  the  Sheriffs  to  one  term.  No,  sir,  this  was  not  anti-democratic;  it 
was  one  of  the  cardinal  principles  of  democracy.  The  people  wish  to 
adopt  this  principle  now  as  a  leading  principle  of  action.  It  is  a  principle 
which  they  have  asked  for  in  the  mosi  emphatic  language,  and  if  we  insert 
it  in  the  Constitution,  it  tvill  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  people  than  al- 
most any  other,  and  will  have  the  tendency  of  making  your  other  amend- 
ments the  more  acceptable  to  them.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  that  the 
friends  of  reform,  with  one  voice,  would  negative  the  proposition  of  the 
fentlemm  from  Adams,  with  a  view  of  getting,  what  may,  perhapii»  bt 
more  acceptable.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  amendment  he  had  propo- 
sed, would  be  more  acceptable  to  the  Convention,  and  to  the  people,  than 
the  one  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  Besides,  he  proposed  to  call  a  di- 
vision, so  as  to  separate  the  two  term  principle  from  the  balance  of  the 
proposition. 

Mr.  Stbrioere  said  as  the  gentleman  from  Adams  had  modified  his 
fccolution  from  time  to  time,  until  it  had  came  very  near  to  the  proposition 
he  had  first  submited,  he  felt  disposed  to  yield  a  little  in  this  matter.  He 
ehonld  therefore  endeavor  to  put  an  end  to  this  discussion  by  accepting 
the  gentleman's  amendment  as  a  modification  of  that  submited  by  himself. 

Mr.  Read  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  **  for  three  years"  where 
it  applies  to  the  Clerks  df  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  Woodward  lose  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  gentleman  from  Sua- 
qoehanna  (Mr.  Read)  to  so  modify  his  motion,  as  to  strike  out  the  words 
**  The  Legislature  shall  provide  by  law  for  the  number  of  persons  in  eaeh 
county  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  and  how  many,  and  which  of  said  offi- 
cat.  shall  be  held  by  one  person'*. 

Mf.  Read  said  if  this  was  struck  out  something  must  be  inserted  in  iti 
fitm^ov  else  in  the  email  couaties  it  would  be  inepotb^t  on  tf^e  p«o^ 
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to  elect  separate  officers,  for  every  one  of  their  small  offices ;  and  in 

•r  the  counties  the  fe  's  of  these  cffi  :es  are  so  sm  ill,  that  he  apprehtnded 

they  wo  ild  not  be  aSle  to  fin:!  any  person  to  take  them. 

Mr.  Woodward  thought  the  ])eopIe  wouhl  have  the  power  of  eleetiiif 
the  sam3  cifficer  to  a  numhpr  of  these  offi.^es;  but  if  they  would  aoihave 
this  power,  then  he  would  make  pr.ivision  for  it  i?i  the  Constitution.— 
The  objection  he  had  to  this  proposition,  was.  that  it  would  be  very  burth- 
eiisome  to  the  f  iCgislat  ire,  and  it  was  not  to  be  suppo<9ed  that  they  would 
know  the  wants  and  wishss  of  the  people,  in  t!ie  different  parts  of  the 
State.  He  would  rather  leive  all  these  matters  with  the  people,  as  they 
know  the  value  of  the  offices  in  their  counties,  and  are  better  able  to  julge 
as  to  how  many  one  man  ought  to  exercise,  and  when  they  should  be  divi« 
ded  or  consolidated. 

Mr.  Stevbms  enquired  if  he  cTtld  modify  his  proposition  further. 

The  Chair  said  the  a^nendment  h  id  been  accepted  by  the  gentleman 
from  Montgomery  as  a  modification  of  his  proposition,  and  was  now  be- 
yond the  reach  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams. 

Mr.  Read  remarked  that  he  conld  not  accept  of  the  modification  propo- 
0#d  by  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne  (Mr.  Woodward)  for  the  reason  that 
he  did  not  know  what  to  substitute  in  place  of  the  wnrds  proposed  to  be 
struek  out ;  but  as  the  gentleman,  no  doubt,  had  something  prepared  as  a 
fohfititute,  if  he  would  wait  until  the  question  was  taken  on  this  amend- 
menc,  he  ean  make  his  motion.  The  object  of  the  amendment  now  before 
the  committee,  was  merely  to  lenve  the  appointment  of  the  Clerks  of  the 
Bnpreme  Court,  with  the  court  at  pleasure,  instead  of  for  a  term  of  yean, 
thus  making  them  entirely  independent  of  ^e  appointing  power. 

Mr.  DiCKET  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  genda* 
man  from  Susquehanna,  and  he  had  not  supposed  tiiat  that  gentleman 
would  have  proposed  an  unlimited  power  of  appointment  to  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  any  body  in  this  Commonwealth.  He  had  supposed  from  the 
proposition  the  gentleman  had  read  a  short  time  ago,  which  contained  the 
principle  that  no  officer  should  hold  his  office  more  than  twt)  terms  in 
nine  years,  that  the  gentleman  had  intended  to  carry  out  that  principle. 

Mr.  Read  said,  as  soon  as  his  present  amendment  was  disposed  of,  ha 
■bould  propose  the  one  alluded  to  by  the  gentleman,  or  he  would  move  la 
modify  his  present  amendment  by  ad.ling  those  words  to  the  end  of  the 
amendment,  if  in  order. 

The  Chair  said  this  modification  could  not  be  made,  because  they  weia 
two  separate  and  distinct  amendments. 

Mr.  DiCKRY  thought  it  was  right  in  the  first  instance,  that  the  Supreme 
Court  sh^ll  not  have  the  power  of  appointing  their  Clerks  for  more  than 
three  years,  and  then  if  the  Conveniitm  afterwards  puts  another  limit  on 
the  tenure  of  that  officer  he  would  have  no  objection  to  it.  For  the  pre* 
•ent'he  prefered  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  af 
modified,  to  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  and  if  they  conferad 
on  the  Supreme  <'nurtthe  appointment  limited  to  two  terms  in  nine  yean, 
he  should  still  prefer  it  to  an  unlimited  appointment. 

Mr.  Read  then  withdrew  his  amendment  to  strike  out  the  worda  **for 
three  years",  and  moved  to  add  to  the  end  of  the  amendment  of  the  g&a^ 

tlimftn  fio|n  Mpnt^pmer^t  the  following  wards ;  h  fiat  no  person  mil\ 
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hold  any  of  the  ttid  offices  more  than  two  terms  in  any  period  of  nhio 

Mr.  RcAB  md,  thatt  a  few  minutes  ago,  he  had  had  the  opportunity  of 
explaining  his  views  with  regard  to  the  propriety  of  having  such  a  propo- 
sitinn  inserted  in  the  Constitntion.  He  had  introduced  it,  because  he  was 
satisfied  that  it  was  a  proposition  which  the  people  are  anxious  to  see  in* 
trodnced  as  a  ^neral  rule  for  iheir  own  action  ;  and,  ihey  would  not  consider 
it  any  limitation  of  their  powers.  He  should  not  trouble  the  committee 
further,  but  being  anxious  to  record  his  name  in  favor  of  this  principle,  he 
would  call  for  the  yeas  and  nnyii.     The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  DuNLop  said,  before  the  question  was  taken,  he  should  like  to 
know  what  kind  of  **  democratic**  this  was  ?  Was  it  ''  Muhlenbergy 
dem?>cratic'\  or  ••  VVolfey  democratic". 

Mr.  Stevens  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  as  he  had  an* 
dertaken  to  act  as  father  over  this  child,  would  modify  it,  by  inserting  after 
tbe  word  ••  years",  the  words  •*  unless  sooner  removed  by  the  conn". 

Mr.  BiDDLR  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Sus* 
quehanna,  and  he  was  opposed  to  it,  because,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  aa 
unnecessary  restriction  upon  the  will  of  the  people.  It  is  not  enough  to 
answer  this  objection  by  saying,  that  tlie  people  have  imposed  a  restric- 
tion of  this  kind  upon  themselves;  because,  if  it  is  adopted  by  the  Con- 
vention, and  sanctioned  by  the  people,  it  will  be  a  restriction  upon  all  who 
oome  afler  us,  as  long  as  this  instrument  continues  to  be  the  fundamental 
law  of  the  land.  What  is  the  argument  in  favor  of  this  two  term  system 
aa  the  gentleman  calls  it!  It  is  that  it  will  secure  rotation  in  office;  or* 
in  other  words,  it  compels  the  people,  however  capable  the  officer  may  be 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  situation  ;  however  well  pleased  the  people 
may  be  with  him  ;  or,  however  it  might  subserve  the  public  interest,  that 
he  should  be  continued,  to  turn  him  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  the  terni 
epecified  in  the  amendment.  Wc  have  been  told,  and  very  truly,  by 
members  of  this  Convention,  that  the  duties  of  Cle^/k  of  courts,  are  duties 
which  require  consirierable  skill,  and  consequently,  it  will  require  some 
tune  before  he  will  he  able  propetly  to  perform  his  duties,  but  it  is  here 
proposed  to  introduce  a  clause,  the  effect  of  which  will  be,  tliat  the  mo- 
ment you  get  an  officer  rompetent  to  perform  the  duties  of  the  office,  in  a 
manner  to  protect  the  public  against  hlimilers,  and  to  satisfy  every  body 
who  h  s  business  with  him,  he  must  be  removed,  he  must  surrender  his 
poet,  and  the  office  must  be  filled  with  a  new  man  who  has  every  thing  to 
learn.  Another  objection  to  this  two  term,  or  six  year  system,  is,  that 
it  will  make  competent  individuals  prefer  employment  at  the  hands  of  pri- 
vate citizens,  rather  than  at  the  hands  of  the  public,  when  the  compensa- 
tion is  equal,  because,  if  they  perform  their  duties  faithfully,  their  private 
employer  will  continue  them  in  his  service,  they  feel  satisfied  that  fide- 
lity will  secure  them  in  their  situations  ;  whereas,  if  they  go  into  the 
aervice  of  the  public,  they  are  sure  they  will  be  turned  out  at  the  end 
of  the  years.  Now,  while  this  difference  should  exist  between 
public  and  private  employments,  no  person  wovld  go  into  the  service 
of  the  public.  Then,  we  will  have  none  to  fill  our  public  offices,  but  such 
as  shall  not  be  able  to  obtain  employment  from  private  individuals,  either 
from  inoompetency  or  other  reasons.     Was  this  the  manner  in  which  we 

fhoiitd  trrnt  the  public  ?    Was  this  treating  the  puhli?  w  we  would  tr«a| 
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ouTselves  individually  T  He  apprehended  it  was  not.  He  was  Aen  op* 
posed  to  any  restriction  upon  the  people,  and  opposed  to  compelling  them 
to  turn  out  officers  with  whom  they  might  be  well  satisfied.  We  have 
been  told  by  tlie  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  (Mr.  Read)  that  certain 
reforms  lie  nearest  the  hearts  of  the  people,  and  certain  other  reforms  lie 
next  nearest,  and  others  lay  somewhat  further  off.  Now,  we  have  heard 
BO  much  of  the  will  of  the  people,  from  various  gentlemen  on  this  floor, 
that  he  was  at  a  loss  to  determine  what  was  the  will  of  the  people ;  but, 
he  beliPTcd,  that  the  people  desired  that  their  public  officers  shduld  per- 
form their  duties  with  fidelity,  and  they  expect  from  us  that  system  which 
is  best  calculated  to  accomplish  this  important  and  desirable  object.-— 
This  betook  it,  was  all  that  the  people  expected  or  desired  of  us. 

Mr.  Banks  had  no  doubt,  that  the  people,  all  of  them,  no  matter  of 
what  politics  they  might  be,  desired  that  those  persons,  who  might  have 
offices  bestowed  upon  them,  either  by  appointment,  or  by  their  votes, 
should  be  willing  and  able  to  discharge  the  duties  of  those  offices,  with 
ability  and  fidelity ;  but,  he  was  very  sure,  that  the  gentleman  from  the 
city  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Diddle)  must  have  discovered,  in  his  ezpe* 
rie'nee,  that  office  never  gave  either  mind  or  manners  to  any  man.  Yen 
eannot  make  a  man  either  wise  or  prudent,  by  confering  office  upon  him. 
Ton  cannot  make  a  niHu  either  a  scholar  or  a  gentleman,  by  confering 
office  upon  him.  Worth  makes  the  man,  and  not  the  offices 
which  are  confered  upon  him.  Then,  when  you  find  upon  trial, 
that  the  man,  upon  whom  you  have  confered  office,  will  not  an* 
swer  yonr  purpose,  will  you  not  in  three  years,  if  yon  eannot 
sooner,  dispense  with  his  services.  Will  you  not  claim  the  power  of  so* 
perseding  him,  by  a  more  comepetent  man,  whenever  his  services  may 
become  of  little,  or  no  value.  Then  in  relation  to  the  advantages  of 
office.  If  the  salary  of  the  office  was  a  sufficient  object,  to  make  it  de- 
sirable, one  m:m  should  not  have  it  all  the  time,  and  derive  all  the  benefits 
ffom  it.  And  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  salary  was  not  sufficient  to  eop* 
port  a  man,  you  should  not  compel  him  to  hold  on  to  it.  This,  however, 
you  cannot  do,  because  he  can  resign,  and  retire  from  the  office.  If  the 
profits  and  emoluments  of  the  office,  are  abundantly  sufficient,  in  the 
course  of  six  years,  to  allow  him  to  lay  up  something,  would  it  not  be 
well,  that  others  should  enjoy  this  privilege,  equally  with  himself.  We 
have  already  agreed,  in  commitee  of  the  whole,  that  the  Qovemor  of  the 
Commonwealth,  shall  be  disposed  of  by  limitation.  By  the  old  Consti- 
tution, he  WHS  limited  to  nine  years  out  of  twelve,  and  we  now  propose 
to  limit  him  to  six  years.  Then  they  will  only  be  carrying  out  this  prin- 
ciple, by  going  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna. 
If  an  office  is  worth  having,  let  a  capable  man  hold  it  for  six  years,  but 
afVer  that  let  him  retire,  and  let  some  other  person,  equally  as  capable, 
take  it.  The  gentleman  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Portbh)  had  viged 
upon  the  commitee,  the  propriety  of  having  well  qualified  officers,  and 
had  proposed  a  test  to  ascertain  their  qualifications.  Mr.  B.  knew  it  was 
an  advantage  to  the  community,  that  all  officers  should  be  well  qualified 
to  perform  their  duties ;  but  it  was  also  an  advantage  to  the  public,  to  have 
officers,  no  matter  how  able  they  might  be  to  perfoim  their  duties,  know 
that  onee  in  every  term  of  three  years,  they  would  have  (o  oome  within 
the  range  and  power  of  the  people.    It  does  th^  officers  no  ii^orjrv  wiU 
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ii  t  Tut  benefit  to  the  public,  because  the  officers  then  know,  that,  unlesi 
Iher  liave  conducted  themselves  properly,  they  will  be  removed  by  the 
people.  He  thought  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  had  gone  a  littla 
too  far^  in  his  disparagement  of  his  fellow  citizens,  when  he  went  on  to 
sAy«  that  there  were  many  men  incompetent  to  spell  the  most  common 
words  in  the  English  language,  who  were  appointed  to  office.  It  goes  out 
from  this  Convention,  as  the  opinion  of  gentlemen  here,  that  men  are  in* 
competent  to  fill  offices,  because  they  have  not  had  a  liberal  education ; 
because  they  have  not  come  through  a  college.  This  was  not  the  senti* 
ment,  which  pervaded  the  public  mind.  Gentlemen  should  recollect  the 
anecdote,  related  of  Col.  Tarleton.  It  happened  during  the  revolutionary 
war,  that  Col.  Washington,  in  a  contest  with  Col.  I^arieton,  cut  off  two 
of  the  fingers  of  the  latter  officer.  Sometime  aflerwards,  in  coropanv 
with  somp  ladies,  t  :ol.  Tarleton  was  speaking  very  disparagingly,  of  Col. 
Washington,  and  among  other  things,  said  he  understond  him  to  be  a  very 
illiterate  fellow,  and  that  he  was  scarcely  able  to  write  his  own  name.  A 
lady  in  the  company — and  the  ladies  generally  support  their  friends,  and 
the  friends  of  their  country,  with  great  firmness— replied,  that  she  was  not 
Tery  certain  how  that  was,  but,  (looking  significantly  at  the  ColoneVs  fin* 
gera)  one  thing  she  was  well  apprized  of,  that  he  knew  very  well,  how 
to  make  his  mark.  Now,  we  all  know,  that  there  are  many  amiable« 
upright,  and  faithful  men,  in  the  country,  who  are  not  more  than  able  to 
aaake  their  marks.  He  did  not  hold  tlie  doctrine,  that  none,  but  liberally 
educated  men,  should  hold  office.  Liberally  educated  men  were  very 
Tnlnable  in  their  place,  and  men  who  are  not  so  well  educated,  are  just  as 
Ttluable  in  their  place,  and  they  ought  all  to  be  treated  kindly,  and  spo- 
ken of  kindly,  and  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  day,  when  one  class 
should  be  held  up  to  the  admiration,  and  the  other  to  the  ridicule  of  the 
world.  From  the  rapid  march  of  improvement  and  education,  in  this 
Commonwealth,  it  is  not  likely  we  shall  have  many  men,  within  our 
borders,  incompetent  to  fill  any  of  these  offices,  and  he  couli  see  no  ne* 
eetsiiy  for  the  proposed  test  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton.  But 
if  an  ofRce  was  worth  enough  to  authorize  a  man  to  employ  a  person  to 
perform  the  labor  of  that  office,  he  would  not  prevent  a  worthy  man  from 
holding  it,  who  might  not  himself  be  able,  at  first,  to  do  the  duties  of  the 
office.  He  was  glad  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  had  accepted  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  because  it  had  put  it  in  a 
shape,  that  other  amendments  could  be  offere  i  to  it.  If  this  amendment 
was  to  prevail,  he  would  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Susquehanna,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  he  was  not  in  favor  of 
hmg  terms  of  office,  and  to  show  the  officers,  that  they  must  be  subjected 
to  m  scrutiny  of  the  people,  at  limited  periods. 

Mr.  2SXROBANT  (President)  said,  that,  under  the  supposition  that  there 
were  so  many  more  meiiibers  in  this  convention,  who  had  given  their  par^ 
tieular  attention  to  this  subject,  and  were  better  able  than  himself  to  pre* 
etnt  the  question  to  the  consideration  of  the  committee  in  all  its  bearings, 
he  had  been  disposed  not  to  address  the  committee.  But,  alter  listening 
with  great  attention  to  all  that  had  been  said,  he  found  himself  in  a  rery 
great  dificnlty,  as  to  how  he  should  vote,  and  what  he  should  vote  foft 
and  he  sAiould  endeavor  to  explain  this  difficulty  in  a  very  few  words.  It 
ms  owiagv  in  the  first  ptaeoy  to  the  want  of  estaUiahing  eome  leadiog 
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principle,  to  detensine  the  ConventioD  as  to  what  it  should  do  in  this 
matter.  He  was  not  satisfied  with  either  of  the  grounds  which  had  besii 
Idken  here.  He  did  not  take  into  account  at  all  what  seemed  to  he  a  thing 
conceded,  that  there  is  a  very  great  dissatisfaction  prevailing,  with  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  appointing  power  has  heretofore  heen  executed.  He 
was  no  judge  of  that,  as  he  nad  had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  hut  proceeding 
upon  general  principles,  which  he  took  to  be  right,  he  did  not  think  there 
was  any  just  cause  of  dissatisfaction,  though  he  would  not  pretend  to  wf 
how  much  in  fact  there  had  been.  When  he  said  he  was  not  satiafira 
with  the  grounds  taken,  he  refered  to  what  is  called  the  elective  principlCy 
the  power  of  the  people,  rotation  in  office,  and  the  limitation  of  the  time 
of  holding  office ;  so  that,  after  one  man  has  made  money  enough  for  the 
support  of  himself  and  family,  another  mi^ht  have  a  chance.  If  that  wai 
the  grounds  on  which  appointments  to  office  were  to  be  made,  we  ht?e 
but  one  thing  to  do,  and  that  is  to  increase  the  salaries,  so  that  a  man,  in 
six  years,  may  accumulate  enough  to  support  himself  and  family  after  ht 
is  left  out  of  office.  He  was  not  satisfied  with  these  groundis,  and  he 
wished  to  turn  the  attention  of  the  committee,  for  a  moment,  to  the  prin* 
ciple  of  rotation  in  office.  What  are  its  real  principles  ?  When  he  said 
this,  he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  for  a  moment,  that  he  was  giving 
his  opinion  as  better  than  that  of  any  other  person.  It  was  by  compari- 
son of  opinions  that  results  are  to  be  arrived  at.  Let  every  member  of 
the  convention  give  his  opinion,  and  that  which  is  right  we  can  adopt, 
and  be  governed  by  it,  and,  if  we  are  satisfied  it  is  correct,  we  can  cany 
it  out.  He  would  suppose,  as  satisfactory  to  himself,  that  this  general 
principle  of  election  is  the  real  will  of  the  people ;  th-at,  in  this  respect*  a 
certain  kind  of  changes  must  be  made.  We  are  told  that  the  will  of  the 
people  is,  that  their  officers  should  be  selected  by  them,  and  that  they 
should  be  limited  to  two  terms,  so  as  to  constitute  what  is  called  rotation 
in  office.  His  own  opinion  was,  that  the  will  of  the  people  must  be  obey- 
ed, whenever  it  is  clearly  ascertained,  according  to  the  principles  of  gOT* 
emment.  It  not  only  asks  for  obedience,  but  it  compels  obedience,  and 
you  cannot  resist  it.  He  did  not  know  what  the  will  of  the  people  might 
be,  but  he  thought  he  knew  what  tlie  will  of  the  people  ultimately  would 
be.  He  believed  the  will  of  the  people  to  be,  that  that  which  is  right 
should  be  done,  and  it  is  our  business,  by  comparing  opinions  togetlier» 
and  discussing  matters,  and  throwing  those  discussions  before  the  peoplOf 
so  as  to  give  them  all  the  information  in  our  power,  and  they  will  then 
jadgCf  finally  as  to  them  shall  seem  best. 

Sir,  there  is  another  course,  opposed  to  this,  and  that  is,  to  determine 
one's  will  first,  or  to  determine  the  course  to  be  taken,  and  then  to  shape 
one*s  reason  and  urgumcnt  according  to  such  determination.  That  if 
common  in  individuals— it  may  take  place  in  communities.  It  is  the  most 
natural  thing  in  the  world,  that  this  should  take  place.  The  reason*  in 
that  case,  instead  of  leading  to  decision,  is  made  to  follow  and  subserve  it. 

There  sre  a  great  many  men  in  every  republican  community,  who  are 
in  puisuit  of  popularity.  That,  is  their  whole  end,  and  to  promote  it*  all 
means  are  applied.  When  I  say  this,  I  am  not  attributing  to  them*  neces* 
■arily,  any  thing  wrong,  foi  the  love  of  popularity  is  a  natural  one*  It  ia 
a  laudable  one.  It  means  nothing  more,  than  a  desire  to  have  the  esteem 
and  leepeci  of  your  fellow-citizens,  manifested,  by  their  confidinf  ia  jroot. 
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And*  if  it  does  not  go  beyond  that«  then  it  it  only  a  spring  of  aetton-^a 
BacaManr  tprinc^  of  action,  in  a  republic  like  ours.  You  cannni  diapenfo 
with  it.  It  if  idle  to  talk  otherwise.  As  to  the  famous  saying  of  Lord  Mans- 
field,  that  he  desiretl  that  popularity,  which  follows,  and  not  that  which 
is  mn  after.  It  i^  a  fine  sparkling  antithesis,  but  when  you  come  ti)  ana* 
lyze  it.  you  discover  there  is  very  little  in  it  but  the  antithest  ^  BverY 
man  professes  ti  puisne  a  riglit  course,  HCConlin£r  t«>  the  dictates  of  his 
eonseience,  ami  because  he  helievea  it  will  raise  him  in  the  esteem  of  bia 
fellow-men.  A'ld,  that  is  the  just  reward  of  good  conduct.  As  to  the 
matter  of  seeking,  or  desirinsr  popularity,  it  is  the  natural  spring  of  publ!e 
action,  as  the  appetites,  passions,  and  feelings,  aie  of  individual  actior* 
With  proper  reeu!ation,  they  are  salutary— unduly  indulged,  they  become 
mischievous  and  destnictive.  Without  them,  and  some  indulgence  of 
them,  the  individual  could  not  live — in  their  excess,  they  will  destroy 
him.  A  man  cannot  live  without  eating,  and  yet  he  may  kill  himself  by 
eating  too  much.  And  so  it  it  is  with  this  thing,  called  popularity^t  is 
the  spring  of  action  in  a  rtfpnblic.  Indeed,  all  that,  it  should  be;  controlled 
by  a  sense  of  duty,  a  public  man  shoidd  live  for  his  country,  and  he 
will  be  sure  to  keep  this  appetite  within  its  proper  limits.  Whoever 
will  endeavor  so  to  form  his  mind,  and  hahits,  that  all  his  faculties  shall  be 
obedient  to  reason,  anfl  patriotism,  will  he  able  to  attain  the  just  means 
between  submission  to  the  vis  inertia  on  the  one  side,  and  irregidar  ambi* 
tion  on  the  other.  He  will  be  a  good  citizen,  wherever  his  lot  may  be 
east.  Every  man  who  has  p;>pul»rity,  places  his  value  upon  it,  and 
sometimes  a  much  higher  one  than  it  is  worth.  '1  o  come  more  imme- 
diately to  the  point  in  discussion.  There  are  two  descriptions  of  offieeSf 
andei  our  Constitution,  in  theFr  nature  totally  different:  and  with  respeei 
to  which,  it  would  appear  to  me,  in  the  very  outset,  they  are  to  be  consi- 
dered with  reference  to  different  principles.  One  class  of  offices,  ie 
clearly  political ;  it  relates  to  the  political  power  of  the  c  >mmunity,  and 
begins  and  ends  rhiedy  in  the  exercise  of  political  power,  and  therefore 
affects  the  political  rights  of  the  community,  as  a  community.  That  ie 
the  case  with  your  Legislature,  an  I  with  the  greater  part  of  the  dutiee 
which  belong  to  your  Executive.  And,  as  suc'.i  offices  are  political,  there 
is  no  doubt  in  the  world,  that  the  elective  principle  is  rightly  applied  to 
them.  Bat  there  is  another  class  of  offices,  whirh  ndates  enttrely  to  ttie 
civil  condition,  the  civil  interest,  -and  tlif^  civil  rights,  of  indivi.luals,  as  con* 
tra-distinj^nished  from  political  one^.  Waeiher  the  elective  principle  doesy 
or  does  not  apply,  in  this  latter  case,  depends  upon  other  matters,  which* 
I  will  consider  presently.  But,  I  mean  to  say,  at  present,  tiiat  it  does  not* 
necessarily,  apply  to  them,  nor  very  obviously,  nor  naturally.  Of  what 
description,  then,  are  the  offices,  respecting  which  we  are  now  legisla- 
ting*—making  a  fundamentel  law  ?  Without  exception,  as  far  as  I  under- 
stand  the  suQect  before  us,  those  offices  are  not,  in  any  sense,  political  of* 
fices.  1  take  for  example,  the  recorder  of  deeds.  What  is  my  busiuees 
in  giving  this  office  ?  Why,  I  want  to  have  the  e\idence  of  my  property 
securely  rec  nled,  so  that  it  may  remain  there,  for  myself,  and  my  chil- 
dren, or  those  to  whom  I  choose  to  leave  it.  So  of  the  register  of  wills : 
is  it  not  the  same  with  respect  to  him  ?  Is  it  not  the  same  with  regard  to 
the  clerks  of  the  courts  7  '1  hey  have  no  portion  if  |  olitical  power  com* 
mited  lo  them,  bat  are  charged  with  tlie  care  ol  personal  and  civil  rigbtey 
f OL*  nL  wj 
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at  diatinffuiflhed  from  political  power.  What  the  political  power  tnajotv 
if  any«  is  a  mere  incident,  not  to  be  regarded.  But  furthex— -iheae  (Aees 
relate  not  to  those,  who  are  voters  only :  a  man  who  has  property f  is  con- 
cerned in  the  right  management  of  the  recorder's  office,  and  it  if  estab* 
lished,  in  part,  fcr  him.  Every  man,  knows  he  roust  die,  and  he  also 
has  property,  or  a  family  to  leave,  is  conci'rned  in  the  right  management 
of  the  office  of  register,  and  of  the  orphans*  court.  And,  when  be 
departs  this  life,  who  is  it  that  is  interested  in  the  proper  management 
of  the  officii?  His  widow,  if  he  leave  one — his  children,  who  have  no 
rote,  and  who,  according  to  your  Constitution,  cannot,  and  ought  not*  to 
have  any  share  in  t!ie  management  of  poiilical  concerns.  la  aujr 
one  so  unreasonable  as  to  suppose,  that  these  officers  have  any 
thing  to  do  with  politics?  Every  man,  who  has  political  rights* 
if  entitled  to  have  them  preserved  and  vindicated,  I  admit.  But  cannot 
everyone  make  a  distinction  between  civil  and  political  rights?  And* 
cannot  every  one  see,  especially,  that  the  principal  interest,  in  the  right 
management  of  these  offices,  may  be  in  per«)ns,  who  have  not,  and  never 
can  have,  any  participation  in  elections ?  (How  do  these  offices  comt 
to  subsist  ?  If  you  go  to  the  right  of  thisihatter,  the  principle  I  have 
been  rrefeiing  to,  will  be  found  to  be  still  more  manifest.  It  is  a  contract 
of  every  society,  with  individuals,  thus  circumstanced— men,  women* 
and  chiidreu— voters  or  not  voters,  thnt  their  business  shall  be  properly 
transacted./  It  is  no  part  of  your  politic^d  arrangement:  it  is  only  inci* 
dental,*1TPa  small  degree.  It  is  a  part  of  your  contract,  with  those  who 
live,  and  who  are  to  die — with  those  who  have  property— with  those  who 
are  helpless — ^who  cannot  go  to  your  elections.  It  is  a  contract,  that  voa 
will  give  them  this  provision,  in  the  Constitution  of  .your  society.  For 
what?  Why,  for  their  benefit,  and  their  security.  [And,  in  regard  to 
this  contract,  the  question  arises,  how  is  the  provisioiHo  be  made  for  iti 
fultilment  ?  Sir,  the  general  answer,  it  appears  to  me,  is  one  of  the  cleareat 
in  the  world,  and  disposes,  once  for  all,  of  this  idea  of  rotation  in  office. 
The  engagement  of  society  is,  to  do  it  in  a  manner  that  is  best  suited* 
best  calculated,  I  should  say,  for  performing  the  duties  of  those  offices* 
•0  that  every  one  who  is  interested  in  any  act  of  the  officers,  shall  be  te» 
cure  in  having  it  properly  and  correctly  performed.  I  What  I  have  jost 
•aid,  applies  to  othiT  offices  that  are  not  now  in  qji^Aion,  but  which  will 
come  under  consideration  hereafter.  It  is  a  most  important  principle* 
which  seems  to  have  been  entirely  lost  sight  of.  As  to  the  political  offi- 
ces, they,  of  course,  will  be  distributed  for  political  purposes  and  objecti* 
and  ought  to  be  so.  But,  with  respect  to  all  those  offices  I  am  now 
•peaking  of,  it  appears  to  me  that  you  prevent  the  object  of  them*  you  di^ 
fegard  the  fundamental  contract,  the  very  moment  you  suflfer  any  thing  of 
a  political  character,  as  far  as  you  can  avoid  it,  to  enter  into  them.  What 
yon  are  to  look  for,  is  capacity,  including  integrity,  and  nothing  else.  I 
think  every  man  can  see  the  injury  complained  of  from  a  different  ^p^urae* 
and  can  trace  it  exactly  to  an  improper  connection  with  politics,  where* 
ever  this  connection  has  been  suffered  to  be  formed,  it  has  been  ioiurioua 
to  those  who  have  had  business  to  tiansact  in  the  offices,  and  at  length* 
the  whole  matter  has  come  to  be  put  upon  false  principles.  I  will  take* 
for  example,  this  rotation  in  office— a  principle  which  has  assumed  mora 
onsiatency  in  form  than  any  other*  and  has  got  now  to  be  a  aort  of  aetUad 
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principle.  If  yon  fake  into  view  the  object  of  having  the  work  well  done, 
u  the  chief  end  of  the  nppointment.  this  piinoiplc  is  directly  comrary  to 
every  nian*«  conduct,  in  his  own  affairs.  Suppose  that  a  man  having  a 
largv  estate,  were  to  establish  a  recfistry  and  recorders*  oflice  for  himself, 
tnd  employ  a  man  lo  comlui  t  it  for  him,  his  functions  would  bo  t^e  same, 
snd  the  duties  of  his  office  the  same  as  of  the  puhlir  nfficcr.  W.iuld  he 
Mtablish  rotation  ?  Did  you  ever  hear  of  a  man  fixing  a  time  when  he 
would  discharge  a  useful  agent,  and  that,  too,  with  a  certainty  that  he 
eoiild  not  get  a  better  T  What  man  applies  the  principles  to  his  agents, 
his  physician,  his  lawyer,  or  his  clergyman  ^  Do  not  men  invariably  foU 
low  the  opposite  course  ?  And,  if  a  man  were  to  lay  down  fur  himself  a 
rnle,  that  he  would  never  continue  a  pet  son  in  his  service  a  longer  period 
flian  twelve  months,  he  would,  on  that  account,  be  deemed  very  eccentric 
•—to  nse  the  mildest  term.  If  you  look  to  the  performance  of  the  duty 
of  the  office,  the  principle  is  a  false  one,  because  it  is  contrary  lo  tlut 
acted  up<m  by  every  individual.  So,  in  regard  to  the  elpciive  principle.— 
The  present  ('onsiituiion  is  upon  a  different  principle,  in  part,  from  that 
pmpfised,  hut  still  it  is  connected  with  the  elective  principle.  Appoints 
ments,  nnder  the  |)resent  Consiilulion,  are  made  by  the  Governor,  who  is 
himself  elected  by  the  people,  and  lemovcable  by  the  pPOj»le.  Of  late 
Teani,  this  rotation  principle  hns  been  acknowledged,  and  rather  extensively. 
lit  is  adopted  in  the  severe  political  contest  now  going  on.  In  looking  at 
ihe  newspapers,  it  will  be  seen,  that  the  contest  is  between  the  ins  and  the 
9fi/f ,  between  those  who  desire  to  retain  their  offices,  and  those  who  wish 
16  get  them.  The  public  fs  enlisted  on  one  side  or  the  other  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  they  are  to  determine  it.  What  is  the  consequence  ?  The  public 
io  not,  and  cannot  feel  an  interest  in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  a 
particular  office,  as  they  ought  to  do.  A  man  who  goes  to  an  office,  and 
lias  his  business  well  done,  is  satisfied,  and  tells  his  neighbors  of  it,  and 
they  may,  pfThaps,  assent  to  what  ho  tells  them.  But,  what  does  that 
signify  ?  The  one  who  has  thus  transacted  business  is  the  beat  judge  ; 
he  is,  in  fact,  the  only  judge.  Rut,  if  there  he  ten  men  who  never  had 
occasion  to  do  business  at  that  offire,  and  have  never  b  en  there,  and 
they  should  happen  to  be  importune:l  to  vote  (or  another,  they  mt^ht  elect 
an  ineompetcni  man,  without  thinking  of  tfie  consequences,  or  being  able 
to  jadge  of  them.  And,  this  would  be  carrying  out  the  rotation  principle 
i— losing  sight,  for  the  moment,  of  the  fitness  of  the  person  for  the  office* 
which  ought  to  be  the  only  consideration.  With  respect  to  the  political 
power-— the  will  of  the  people,  by  means  of  elections,  is  paramount  and 
mpreme.  It  is  according  to  the  nature  of  our  institutions.  It  is  their 
liffht,  and  I  have  no  disposition  to  question  or  detract  from  it.  But,  as  to 
offices  which  are  merely  civil,  which  relate  to  individuals  who  have 
nothing  to  do  with  politics,  and  take  no  part  in  your  elections,  and  who 
are  more  numerous  than  those  who  do— women,  children,  and  the  like, 
why  should  the  political  power  control  them  ?  The  question  is,  whether 
it  ii  consistent  with  the  rights  of  the  widow  and  the  orphan,  the  stianger, 
the  property  owner,  that  a  man  who  is  not  competent  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office  shall  bo  ;ippoinied,  and  that  merely  for  the  sake  of 
carrying  out  a  principle  which  probably  will  have  the  effect  of  destroying 
the  value  of  the  office,  and  defeating  the  important  purposes  for  which  it 
Mtabiiihed.    The  principle  is  wrong  in  itself,  aqd  bad  in  iu  opera 
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tion.  It  considers  too  much  the  advantrge  of  the  office  holdert  and  too 
little  the  ronvenienre  ( f  these  interested.  I  appeal  to  the  members  of  the 
Convention,  whether  it  is  not  the  ultimate  will  of  the  people  we  ere  to 
look  to,  and  %vhether  that  will  is  not,  that  \Yh»t  is  right  should  be  done.^— 
I  wish  every  member  of  this  body  to  bring  this  matter  heme  to  him»elf. 
If  he  finds  that  complaints  are  made  against  those  who  hold  office,  where 
he  resides  :  that  he  or  his  neighbors  sufi*er  any  inconvenience*  let  him 
•ecertain  what  it  is  owing  to.  He  will  generally  find  it  is,  because  there  0 
tn  unfit  and  incapable  officer.  If  the  records  are  lost,  who  is  to  eufferT 
The  man  who  has  the  care  of  the  titles — the  records?  No.  If  widowi 
end  children,  and  strangers,  are  to  be  deprived  of  the  security  intended  to 
be  given  them  by  our  register's  office,  what  will  be  the  cau^e  of  it?  The 
vnfitness  of  tlie  officer  ?  And,  what  is  that  owing  to  ?  Plainly,  to  the 
eonnecting  the  matter  with  party  questions.  And  how  do  you  p'ropoee  to 
renredy  it?  Are  you  gring  to  give  thrm  a  belter  security-— a  better  com* 
pliance  with  your  rontract  with  them?  UnlesF  it  can  he  rhown  that  it  is  better, 
though  you  have  ascertnined  the  fact  that  there  is  objections  to  the  existing 
mode,  the  arguments  f^ill  entirely  short,  and  all  the  speculation,  so  far  as 
applied  to  civil  offirers,  is  entirely  at  an  end.  Now,  I  know  what  <he  appli- 
cation of  the  principle  is.  IhaveFcen  in  the  recorder's  office,  in  the  city  of 
Philadelphia,  a  gentleman  perform  ng  his  duties  with  exemplary  fidelity,  with 

Eni  promptness,  and  an  excellent  understanding  and  appreciation  oi  tl.e 
ties  he  had  to  perform.  A  new  Governor  was  elected,  and  dk>wn  went 
Ihe  officer,  and  another  was  put  in  his  place.  He  might  be  a  good  one. 
•r  not— the  principle  was  the  rame.  The  fif st,  however,  bowed  to  the 
ediet  of  rotation  in  office,  and  his  successor,  who  could  not  be  so  eompe- 
lent,  t§  he  had  no  experience,  was  hrought  in  by  the  operation  of  the  eame 
principle.  And  whv,  sir?  Why  was  the  operation  of  this  rotation  prin* 
eiple  connected  with  tlie  election  principle?  but  so  it  has  been  to  a  great 
extent 

I  am  not  satisfied,  from  any  thing  I  have  heard,  that  the  application  of 
ihia  principle,  in  the  mode  heie  contended  for,  wi'l  give  us  better  security 
for  good  ofl^icers  in  future.  I  am  the  less  inclined  to  think  so,  since  I 
have  heard  the  urgument  of  the  gentleman  from  Miffiin,  (Mr.  BAiixa) 
which  went  to  show,  that  the  individual  in  office  is  to  fill  his  pocket  out  of 
the  public  money,  and  then  let  anoihei  man  fill  his  !  There  ia«  then,  no 
possibility  left,  according  to  the  gentleman's  argument,  of  continninit  an 
officer  in  office,  even  if  m  sired,  and  that  his  term  must  be  limited.  Why  T 
Because  theie  ia  some  one  else  whose  pocket  is  u)  be  filled.  I  never 
knew,  until  now,  that  an  nidividual  took  the  office,  in  order  to  fill  hie 
pocket!  If  the  office  is  too  lucrative,  lessen  the  emolument;  if  the  feee 
are  toolargf*,  reduce  them.  But,  the  other  principle  is  inconsiatent  with 
the  nature  of  our  Government.  It  id  inconsistent  with  the  pnrposee  for 
which  offices  are  estab'ished,  and  must  end  at  last,  not  ( nly  in  their  deetrue* 
ion.  but  th'it  of  the  rep  iMic  also.  Ii  is  this  very  thirst  of  office,  growing 
with  what  itffcds  on,  is  the  Ciiu<e  of  the  undue  excitenient  in  elertiona.— 
Besides,  you  h  ive  to  nm  the  risk  of  tret  ting  incompetent  men.  Wdl  not 
tliis  plan,  if  adopted,  have  the  effect,  in  a  still  greater  degree,  of  turning 
your  elections  into  contests.  nf»t  ahcut  |  olitical  principles,  not  about  party 

Erinciplea,  which  are,  to  a  ceitain  extent,  harmless,  perhapa  Balutary»  but 
ito  atnig|lH  fur  office,  and  nothing  elae.    We  have  heard  yreat  mm^ 
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phints  in  consequenee  of  the  excitement  on  the  election  for  OoTernorv 
which  excitement,  it  is  contended,  grows  out  of  his  patrnnai^e. 

If.  then,  an  indirect  connection  with  the  eledinns  Iihb  had  this  effect  al* 
fesdy,  what  will  it  have  when  there  is  a  direct  connection  ?  It  has  led  to 
unfit  appointments,  we  are  told.  To  whom  is  he  that  makes  the  appoint* 
nents  responsible  for  the  proper  exercise  of  the  power  ?  Why,  to  the 
very  person  to  whom  the  election  of  these  officers  is  now  proposed  to  be 
pven.  There  will  be  much  more  danger  and  excitement  created  when 
die  electifm  for  these  c  ffijes  is  given  to  the  people.  But,  to  return  to  the 
imiDrdiate  question— what  will  be  best  for  the  people,  tho^e  interested  in 
the  offices  ?  I  am  opposed  to  any  change,  unless  I  can  be  satisfied  that  2I 
will  be  for  the  better. 

In  relation  to  appointments  by  the  courts,  I  am  not  going  to  theorize 
«bout  them.  I  speak  here  as  a  witness.  I  say,  then,  from  experience, 
that  appointments  by  the  courts  have  been  better  than  nny  other  mode  of 
appointment  with  whxh  I  am  acquainted.  They  have  the  benefit  of  a 
Court  of  Exnmineis,  which  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  has  men* 
tinned.  There  is  great  propnety  in  the  courts  appointing  their  own  clerks, 
as  there  is  a  strict  arconntahility  on  the  p:irt  of  ihe  latter  to  the  former, 
and  those  who  have  business  at  the  office  will  have  it  better  done  than  in 
any  other  way.     If  not.  they  have  immediate  appeal  to  the  courts. 

Sir.  you  will  be  good  enough  to  bear  in  mind,  and  so  will  the  Conven* 
lion,  that  the  Governor,  and  members  of  the  liCgislature,  are  accountable 
only  to  the  people — the  people  are  to  decide  as  to  their  faults.  If  they 
inflict  an  injury  upon  the  public,  it  is  like  a  steamboat  ex)  losion.  suddenly 
known,  and  attended  by  gieat  commotion.  This,  however,  is  not  the 
taae  in  reference  to  an  ignorant  or  di^honest  Register.  Recorder,  or  Clerk 
of  the  court,  who  may  do  a  decided  wrnncrto  individuals  who  are  humble 
i*-nolhumhIc,  i)ecauscihey  are  pooi.hut  because  they  are  individuals,  and 
bec'fuse  a  great  many  of  them  havp  no  political  power  or  influence.  They 
ean  rally  no  party  to  their  aid,  and  cannot  roml)ine  themselves  in  relation  to 
gieat  political  questions.  I  Fay  ihey  are  humble  and  helpless.  It  is  the 
capacity  of  the  oflTicer  to  wrong  ihcm,  and  their  inca  acVy  to  obtain  re- 
drecB,  tiiat  I  speak  of.  Where,  I  would  a^k  you,  can  the  individual  obtain 
redress?  where  make  his  complaint,  in  ca^e  the  amendments,  such  as  are 
BOW  proposed,  should  be  incorporntrd  in  the  Constitution,  with  regard  to 
these  offices?  The  humblest  individiinl  may  present  himseif  to  the  Go« 
Temor,  or  he  may  find  access  to  the  Legislature,  but  how  is  he,  or  she, 
who  may  have  no  vote  U)  make  himself,  or  herself  heard,  amid  the  din 
and  bnrry  of  an  ele'^tion.  It  is  utterly  out  of  tlie  question.  It  is  ten 
liinea  better,  then,  that  the  appointing  power  rhouhl  be  where  it  now  is, 
for  there  is  an  opportunity  of  making  complaint,  and  of  their  being  heard. 
This  is  a  conrideraiion  of  the  highest  importance,  and  doubtless  it  will 
have  its  full  weight  in  the  dcci^i<)n  of  the  conmiittcc. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Crawford,  said  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the 
amendment  proposing  to  limit  the  term  of  office  longer  than  six  in  any 
term  of  nine  years,  was  a  proper  one  to  he  inserted  in  the  (-ouEtitulion.— 
He  would  have  no  ohjociion  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Montgomery,  as  modified  by  the  gentleman  faom  Susquehanna  (Mr. 
RlAo)i  He  did  not  know,  however,  that  any  restriction  waa  neceaaary 
|o  bf  pnt  npon  ihe  action  of  ib«  people,   He  believed  thut  they  were  fidljr 
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competent  to  mnna^e  their  own  affairs,  and  that  thev  ought  to  have  t  direct 
voice  in  puttin|r  men  into  office  ai  well  as  in  turning  tfif  m  out.  Now.  he  CQiOd 
not  concur  in  the  sentiments  expressed  hy  the  President  of  the  Conveiitionf 
who  deprec'Ues  giving  the  clrctinn  ol  officers  to  the  people.  He  disapprov- 
ed of  rotation  in  office.  He,  (Mr.  Filler)  on  the  contrary,  thought  that 
it  was  connected  with  the  very  principle  of  our  Government;  and  he.bsK 
lieved  that  the  pf  opie,  while  they  pnsscFsed  the  power,  would  exercise 
it  And,  he  was  willing  that  they  should  be  the  sole  judges  as  to  the 
appointment  of  officers,  and  they  should  elect  all  officers  when  it  was  prac- 
ticable. They  were  the  best  judges  of  their  own  servants.  The  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sergeant)  had  spoken  of  the  injury  which  might  be  doM  th 
the  property  of  widows  and  orphans  by  the  dishonesty,  negligence,  or 
ignorance  of  the  Registers  or  Reconlers,  who  should  he  elected,  and  not 
appointed,  as  was  at  present  the  case.  Why,  he  (Mr.  F.)  thought,  that 
every  mnn  who  would  vote  for  these  officers,  would  do  so  under  the  idea 
that  his  own  rights,  as  well  as  thnee  of  his  children,  might  he  included  in 
the  choice.  Every  man  who  had  a  family,  would  naturally  expect  some 
difficulty  to  arise  from  having  a  had  dfficer,  and  consequently  he  would 
exercise  his  judgment  in  the  selection  of  a  competent  person.  The  Go- 
vernor of  the  Commonwealth  now  had  the  power  of  appointing  the  officers. 
He,  then,  had  no  interest  to  appoint  good  otficers,  except  his  own  popo* 
larity.  Could  it,  he  would  n&k,  be  supposed  for  a  moment,  that  an  individu- 
al would  feel  his  own  interest  more  identi6ed  with  that  of  the  widow  and 
orphan,  than  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people,  who  were  about  to  lea.vo 
property  themselves?  He  thought  that  this  argument  would  not  be 
conclusive  to  the  Convention.  In  his  opinion,  five  thousand  interested 
individuals  were  much  more  likely  to  select  better  men,  than  one  mm 
clothed  with  the  offiee  of  Governor,  who  was  not  immediately  interested. 
With  regard  t«(  the  whole  provision,  he  (Mr.  Fuller)  was  perfectly  satis* 
ficd  with  it,  with  the  solitary  exception  of  the  amendment  which  was  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Sufquelianna  relative  to  the  two  terms.  However, 
even  if  the  amendment  should  not  he  modified,  he  should  feel  himself 
bound  to  vote  for  it,  as  he  harl  already  remarked. 

Mr.  Doran,  of  Philadelphia,  said  that,  until  he  had  heard  the  remarks 
of  the  President  of  the  (convention,  he  had  not  believed  that  there  Was  a 
single  member  who  did  not  believe  that  the  patronage  of  the  Governor 
ought  to  be  ctiitailed.  lie  had  thought  too,  that  they  did  not  entertain 
a  doubt  that  the  people  had  railed  the  Convention  for  the  express  purpose 
of  depriving  the  Executive  of  a  considerable  portion  of  his  enormous  pow* 
er.  He  felt  the  highest  respect  for  the  gentleman's  opinions,  as  well  as 
for  his  learning  and  talent.  But,  when  he  heard  the  gentleman  make  an 
assertion  of  so  broad  a  character,  and  so  hostile  as  he  (Mr.  D.)  believed  it 
to  be  to  the  opinions  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania,  humble  as  he  was,  he 
could  not  refrain  from  expressing  his  opposition  to  the  sentiments  of  that 
gentleman,  and  cif  stating  to  this  committee  the  reasons  why  he  believed, 
witli  the  people  generally,  that  the  patrotiage  of  tne  Governor  should  be 
curtailed  to  the  extent  of  the  report  of  the  committee  on  this  article  of  the 
Constitution.  He  regarded  the  patronage  of  our  Governor  as  more  unlimit- 
ed and  more  uncontndled,  than  that  of  the  Kino  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  There,  nothing  could  be  done  without  the  consent  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  but  in  the  free  State  of  Pennsylvania,  the  Coventor  is  the  fdlt 
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Wintajn  of  power  and  diapenses  favon  to  whom  Tie  pleases,  wit&oot  limit 
^id  without  eontml.  Such  a  power  was  dangerous  in  the  hands  of  ahj 
0ne  roan  ;  and  he  invoked  the  aid  of  Whigs,  Democrats,  and  AnU-Masons 
to  aid  in  limitinsr  this  power.  It  was  a  power  too  extensive  to  be  exercised 
in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  over  persons  who  claimed  to  be  freemen.— 
)Ie«  for  one,  protested  against  it,  and  would  co-operate  with  his  fellow 
citizens  in  limiting  the  power  which  had  been,  and  probably  would  be 
again,  unless  curtailed,  exercised  to  the  injury  of  the  people  of  the  Com- 
monwealth. He  would  ask  if  it  had  not  been  exercised  to  the  injury  of 
the  people  ?     He  apprehended  it  had. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  the  committee  rose,  and 
The  Convention  adjourned  to  meet  again  at  four  o'clock. 


THURSDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  oVlock. 

,   Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  asked  leave  to  make  a  motion,  which  requi* 
red  a  vote  of  two  thirds — Ayes,  57 — Noes,  48.     Leave  refused. 

The  following  gentlemen  were  announced,  us  the  committee,  appointed 
Vnder  the  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Fry,  viz  :  Messrs,  Fry,  Stevens, 
Porter,  of  Noithampton,  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  and  Brown  of  Philadel* 
phia. 

Mr.  Fry  said,  that  the  names  exhibited  three  against  the  object  of  the 
resolution.  According  to  parliamentary  rule,  a  majority  ought  to  be  in 
&vor  of  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Stevens  replied  that  a  majority  were  in  favor  of  the  resolution. 

SIXTH  article. 

The  Convention  a^ain  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole,  on 
Ae  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers  af  Franklin,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Read,  to  the 
amendment  of  Mr.  Sterigere. 

Mr.  DoRAN  resumed  his  remarks.  The  executive  power  of  the  Go* 
▼emor  extends  over  a  country,  equal  in  extent,  to  the  whole  of  Scotland 
and  England,  and  in  population,  equal  to  that  of  the  whole  of  the  United 
States,  at  the  time  when  th;;  Depuration  of  Independence  was  issued. 
We  have  five  thousand  public  officers,  operating  on  eveiy  person  in  the 
State,  and  it  is  a  matter  for  serious  enquiry,  if  their  influence  is  exercised 
twr  the  good,  or  the  evil  of  the  people.     Now,  he  did  not  believe,  or  ima* 

E^'ne,  that  any  gentle  nan  would  say,  that  on  all  occasions,  this  influence 
id  been  exercised  for  the  benefit  of  the  people.  He  did  not  believe. 
thai  any  gentleman,  however  atUiched  he  may  be,  to  the  power  beinff  re- 
tuned  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor,  will  insist  that  it  has  always  been 
Siercised  without  any  party  considerations,  and  solely  with  a  view  to 
e  merit,  and  competence,  and  honesty  of  the  individual.  He  did  not  ima* 
ginc  there  was  any  gentleman,  who  would  make  an  assertion  of  so  broad  a 
character.  Such  had  not  been  the  case,  since  the  adoption  of  the  present 
Cuustitution.  We  all  know,  that  the  sunshine  of  gubernatorial  favor, 
byi  .^bpne  on  few,  except  tiiose  who  had  assisted  in  the  election  of  him, 
who  filled  tlie  chaii  of  the  Executive.  We  have  found  in  th^  politicalhistOry 
tf  Psiiiisylvania»  somsibing  about  a  contract,  by  which  certain  caodidatct 
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eni^ged  in  the  ease  of  their  saccesft,  that  thofe  who  aided  him,  shonld  htv» 
offices,  and  they  had  been  permited  to  enjoy  the  offices  which  they  atuined 
by  these  means.    The  offices  were  enjoyed  by  the  political  friends  of  the 
Governor.    Doth  the  ministerial,  and  judicial  offices,  were  showered  upon 
his  favoritef.     No  one  pretended,  even,  to  aririie  the  question  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  Governor's  power.     Ii  was  cnncpded  by  all,  that  it  oaght 
to  be  reduced,  as  an  arhiirary,  and  mischievous  power.  Every  newsp^pefi 
of  every  party,  supported  this   proposition.     Popular  opinion   has   l^een 
expressed  in  its  favor,  in  the  most  decit'ed  mnnner ;  and  yet,  this  mom* 
injT,  it  was  intimated  by  the  respectable   gentlemen,   from  Philadelphia, 
that  the  people  had  not  required  such  a  measure.     How  was  the  commit* 
tee  on   that  subject  constituted  ?     It  contained   a  sprinkling  of  all   the 
parties  in  the  Commonwealth,  and  the  demoemtic  parly  was  the  minority, 
atid  what  was  their  opinion  ?     They   had  made  only  one  report,  whieh 
was,  he  believed,  unanimously  concured  in,  and  that  report  was  based  oa 
the  principle,  that  it  was  necessary  to  reduce  the  patronage  of  the  Execu- 
tive.    How  then  would  the  gentleman,  after  such  an  expression  of  opin* 
ion,  say  that  this   measure  was  not  required  by  the  people.     He  could 
not  conceive,  how  he  had  arrived  at  such  an  opinion.     It  was  necessaiy 
for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  the  people,  that  we  should  take  from 
the  Governor,  a  portion  of  his  powers.     How  was  this  to  he  done  ?     By 
the  resumption,  on  the  part  of  the  people,  of  the  power,  which  they  dele- 
gated, by  the  Constitution  of  1790.     When  tlie  trustee  had  abused  ht« 
trust,  it  was  the  ri<;ht  of  the  constituent  to  resume  it,  as  in  the  case  of  a 
steward  in  common  life.     If  the  Governor  had  excited  his  powers,  not  for 
the  common  good,  but  to  strengthen  his  own  hands,  by  the  appointment 
of  political  partizans,  they  should  be  taken  from  him,  and  reposed  else* 
where.     Was  it  then  a  fact  that  the  public  offices  had  been  well  filled,  un- 
der this  system  ?     With  certain  exceptions,   they  had  not.     He  would 
ask,  whethei  in  Philadelphia  countv  and  city,  they  had  been  filled  with 
reference  to  the  public  interests  ?     He  would  say,  and  he  said  it  in  sor* 
row,  that  they  were  filled  in  reference  to  political  intciests.     The  first  en* 
qiiiry  had  been,  in  regard  to  any  applicant  for  office,  **  has  he  been  active 
in  the   service  of  the  party  ?*'     and  the  last  enquiry  had   been,    '*  is  he 
honest,  is  he  capable?"     In  fact  the  last  enquiry  had  often  been  omited 
altoffelher.     Since  the  yeai  1790,  those  oilices  had,  with  a  few  honorable 
exceptions,  been  filled  with  Executive  partizans  and  favotiies,  who  were 
frequently  compelled,  from  actual  incompetence,  to  di!<chnrg»  the   duties 
of  the  ofHce,  by  deputy.     What  control  had  the  people,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, of  the  offices,  which  were  created  for  their  benefit?     If  any 
one  undertook  to  make  a  complaint  tf>  the  Governor,  of  the  manner  in 
which  an  office  was  filled,  and  discharged,  if  he  did  not  turn  with  con- 
tempt  from  it,  he  woidd  turn  a  denf  ear  to  it.     He  would  treat  the  com- 
'  plaint  as  a  personal  or  political  attack  upon  the  officer,  whom  he  had  ap- 
pointed.   There  was  no  way  in  which  the  people  could  obtain  any  ledrses 
for  this  grievance.     Why,  then,  was  it  said  that  the  people  had  the 
control  of  these  offices,  under  the   present  system  ?     If  they   had  the 
control  of  them,  why  was  it  necessary  to  make  laws,  to  protect  the  people 
from  the  injustice  and  exaction,  of  those,  who  were  t'lus  bronght  into 
office,  for  political  purposes,  and  to  repress  and  restrain  their  cupidity  t 
The  gentleman  made  reference  to  the  late  recorder  of  Philadelpbia»  u  a 
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good  officer,  who  was  turned  out,  to  make  room  for  a  party  favorite.  The 
new  Governor  appointed  as  his  successor,  a  man,  whose  merit  was, 
that  he  had  an  extensive  poliliral  influence,  and  could  bring  a  great 
number  of  voters  to  the  polls.  With  few  exceptions!,  he  repeated,  olTi- 
eers  were  appointed  with  a  view,  less  to  the  public  ailvantago,  than  to  the 
party  inieresis  of  the  Governor.  How  was  this  jjreat  evil  to  be  corrected  ? 
Not  by  resorting  lo  the  Governor,  nor  by  penalliee,  but,  by  going  to  the 
people.  The  only  way  was,  for  llie  people  lo  resume  these  powers. 
jjCt  those  officers  be  elected  by  the  people,  ami,  when  ihey  come  before 
the  people,  for  re-election,  ihey  can  decide,  whether  they  are  worthy  to 
be  re-elected.  What  was  the  argument  against  the  proposition?  Would 
it  put  into  office  political  partizans.  or  persons  who  were  less  competent 
than  those  now  appointed  ?  The  gentleman  from  Frank! in  tells  us,  that 
he  knows  of  prothonotaries  who  cannot  spell  the  most  familiar  words. 
The  gentleman  from  Northampton  has  also  mentioned  cases  of  gross  it;- 
norance,  on  the  pait  of  these  officers,  who  are  appointed  under  the 
present  system.  Would  the  offices  be  filled  with  persons  more  ignorant, 
if  they  were  filled  by  the  people?  Could  not  the  people  ascertain  wheth- 
er the  candidates  were  competent  cr  not  ?  Would  ihey  not  scan  their 
merits,  and,  in  pursuance  of  their  own  interests,  choose  these,  who  were 
competent  and  faithful.  No  one  would  do  so  much  injustice  to  the 
people  of  Pennsylvania,  as  to  pay,  that  they  cannot  discern  the  difference 
between  an  officct  who  is  qualified,  and  one  who  is  not.  Dut  the  gentle- 
man proposed,  as  he  undersiood  him,  that  ti.ecletks  of  the  courts,  should 
be  appointed  by  the  judges,  and  expressed  the  opinion  that,  in  that  way, 
we  crmld  get  the  best  officers.  He  disagreed  from  the  gentleman,  altoge- 
tlier,  as  to  this  matter.  Look  at  the  histftry  of  England.  These  offices 
were  filled  by  the  judges  of  the  couits,  originally,  but  their  value  having 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  King,  he  resumed  the  power  of  appointing 
them,  and  confereJ  the  offic.es  o:i  individuals  for  life.  In  the  court  oif 
exchequer,  all  the  offices  were  herciiitary,  and  were  handed  down,  from 
genentiim  to  generation;  and  some  of  them  were  filled  by  females, 
through  a  deputy.  Was  tiiis  the  kind  of  thing  to  be  established  here? 
The  prim-iple  of  these  life  offices,  und  of  appointments  to  office  by  the 
Executive,  was  that  the  people  were  incapable  of  self  government.  Was 
Hint  a  principle  to  he  toleinicd  here  ?  If  not,  then  let  us  not  place  these 
offijers  beyond  the  reach  of  the  peopl.-,'. 

Mr.  Merrill  said,  the  quesiion  before  the  committee  was  whether  there 
should  be  a  limitation  put  upon  the  power  of  t.ie  people  to  re-e:ect  their 
own  officers.  This  prop  siiion  to  restrict  the  people  in  their  choice  and 
limit  their  action,  did  not  seem  to  arir^c  fiom  a  fear  that  a  bad  officer  would 
be  le-elecied,  but  that  a  jrood  (uie  migiu  he  continued  by  the  people.  The 
f  ar  was.  that  the  }.c<ple  would  apjmint  a  good  othcer  for  a  longer  time 
than  his  neighbor,  who  himself  wanted  the  office,  might  wish.  What  was 
the  object  of  limiting  the  terui  of  an  officer  who  had  no  poli  ical  power  or 
influence,  and  no  patronage  ?  Tliere  seemed  to  be  much  apprehension 
that  the  p  ^ople  would  i>e  so  misled  as  to  elect  a  man  for  a  longer  lime  than 
b  con-isie;il  wiih  democratic  notions.  For  a  lougliine  he  himself  had  no 
faith  in  the  proposed  dispoj^itiou  to  limit  the  eligibility  cf  oflicer-.  He  had 
sapposed  that  it  was  one  of  the  movements  of  the  party  leaders  for  popu- 
lar effect,  and  that  they  would  never  carry  out  the  principle  in  applicaticn 
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to  themselves.  He  had  some  reason  to  doubt  their  sinceritr.  He  knew 
that  every  newspaper  «f  the  party  was  last  yen  full  of  the  cry  of  ••  two 
terms" — **  two  terms."  lie  had  supposed  that  he  had  heani  the  last  of 
it,  but  he  now  found  that  some  gentlemen  were  sincere  advocates  of  the 
change.  In  rrferenceto  the  Governor,  a  limitation  on  eligibility  might  be 
proper,  wic!din(r«  as  he  did,  so  much  authority  and  influence,  jt  might 
be  that  he,  having  so  much  strength,  and  bringing  to  his  support  so 
much  party  and  official  influence,  ought  to  be  rendered  ineligible  after  a 
certnin  time.  But  of  this  vast  extent  <if  power,  we  were  about  to  deprive 
th«  Governor,  and  even  in  regard  to  him,  the  principle  of  ineligibility  would 
not  so  well  apply.  But  in  regard  to  other  officers,  whose  duties  were 
ministerial  merely,  it  could  not  apply  to  them  at  all.  The  elTeci  of  an  of- 
ficial employment  upon  a  man,  was  to  disqualify  him  for  any  thing  else; 
and,  if  we  adopted  the  principle  proposed,  we  should,  every  six  years, 
have  a  set  of  men  who  wliere  irremediably  spoiled  for  any  other  kind  of 
business.  One  word  in  regard  to  tlie  mode  of  appointing  officers.  The 
question  was  not  whether  they  should  be  connected  with  the  political 
power  of  the  State.  They  had  heretofore  been  appointed  in  sucli  a  way 
as  to  control  the  political  interests  of  the  State,  and  to  him  who  was  in  the 
minority  it  seemed  a  great  grievance  ;  but  that  a  majority  would  be  so  self* 
denyiufir  us  to  yirld  it,  he  had  not  imagined.  He  was  opposed  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  \\\v.9e  nflicers  hy  the  (.Governor,  because,  under  that  sy8lem» 
our  offices  hnd  too  often  been  ill!ed  Avith  incompetent  men,  who  were  se- 
lected only  for  their  parly  connections  and  influence.  The  appointment 
of  the  Register  of  Wills,  nihis  opinion,  especially  belonged  to  the  people, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  people  would  select  a  good  man  for  the  office. 
He  had  observed  that  there  were  about  as  many  good  appointments  made 
by  tlie  people,  as  by  the  Governor,  'i'he  number  of  good  Shcriffii,  who 
were  elected  by  the  people,  was  about  equal  to  the  number  of  good  Record- 
ers appointed  by  the  Governor.  He  did  not  go  on  the  principle  that  the 
people  would  always  make  a  better  choice,  but  the  people  weie  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  choirc  of  Register  of  VVdls,  and  would  never  choose  a  man 
in  whose  capacity  and  integrity  they  had  not  great  confidence.  All  their 
estates  must,  at  some  time  or  other,  be  seded  by  these  officers,  and  this 
was  a  reastm  why  no  person  should  hold  the  office  in  whom  they  had 
not  confidence.  His  object  was  to  break  up  the  influence  of  this  great 
c.en<ral  politiciA  power,  by  which  public  opinion  has  been  created  and  con- 
trolled, and  through  which  political  power  was  obtained  and  perpetuated. 
It  had  been  asserted  here, — he  did  not  know  upon  what  authority,— the 
charge,  he  hoped  it  would  be  remembered,  did  not  come  from  his  side,  bat 
a  gentleman  had  made  the  assertion— which,  he  hoped,  could  not  be 
proved— that  bargains  were  made  for  the  distribution  of  offices  before  the 
election.  If  this  assertion  was  correct,  it  was  an  additional  proof  of  the 
corrupting  effi.cts  of  the  present  system.  He  believed  the  restriction  to  be 
unnecessary  in  regaid  to  the  county  officers,  and  particularly  so  in  regard 
to  those  of  them  in  which  the  suitors  in  court  are  interested.  He  hoped 
the  exclusive  control  of  the  choice  of  these  officers,  would  be  left  with  the 
people. 

Mr.  Woodward  regreted  exceedingly  that  he  felt  under  the  necesiitj 
of  voting  against  the  ;imendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  (Mn 
Bead)  but  feeling  constrained  to  vole  against  it,  be  wished  briefly  to  aiald 
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his  reasons  for  that  vote.    It  seemed  to  him,  that  the  gentleman  could  not 
have  considered  this  amendment  well  hefore  he  8ui)mited  it  to  the  C(mvcn- 
tion.     The  ^eat  evl],  undonhtedly,  under  the  old  Constitution,  was  the 
unrestrained  patronage  of  the  Governor,  and  the  strong  desire  tlrat  he 
should  be  restricted  to  a  period  of  years,  and  all  gentlemen  havo  said 
sbout  two  terms  has  been  in  reference  to  theelecti(m  of  Governor  of  Penn- 
sylvania for  a  short  term .      He  h:id  been  all  along  in  favor  of  limiting 
the  patronage  of  the  Governor  so  as  to  destroy  this  evil,  and  preventing  its 
heing  brouKhi  into  play  for  the  purpose  of  setturing  his  re-election.  But  the 
reasond  which  influenced  the  minds  of  a  great  portion  of  our  fellow  citizens 
in  wishing  the  teim  of  the  Governor  limited,  do  not  apply  to  these  c  mnty 
offices  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  limit  to  two  terms  also.      It  is  propo- 
sed by  the  am3ndrnent  under  consideration,  to  give  the  election  of  county 
officers  to  the  people,  who  have  heretofore  been  appointed  by  the  Gover- 
nor; and  now  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  (Mr.  Read)  proposed  to 
say  to  the  people,  although  you  are  entitled  to  elect  these  your  officers,  still 
you  shall  nt>t  re-idect  them  mire  than  for  the  te-m  here  proposed.      You 
shall  not  have  the  services  of  your  Registers,  Recorders,  and  Proihon:>ta- 
ries,  however  faithfully  they  miy  have  performed  their  duties,  or  however 
important  their  services  mny  be  to  them,  for  more  than  six  years  in  any 
term  of  ni*ie  years.      The  gentleman's  amendment  will  either  reduce  the 
pe-)ple  to  this  self  restriction,  or  it  will  compel  them  to  reject  all  the  other 
amendments  submited  to  them.     They  will  be  placed  under  the  necessity 
of  restricting  themselves  in  the  selection  of  their  own  ngents,  or  of  rejecting 
all  the  amendments  submited  to  them  in  connexion  with  this.     It  seemed 
to  him,  that  the  g.mtlem  m  from  Susquehanna  was  proposing  altogether  too 
much.      He  is  asking  the  people  to  impose  restrictions  upon  themselves 
vhich  he  has  no  right  to  ask,  and  for  which  there  has  been  no  go  )d  reason 
assigned.     Why,  sir,  l!ie  evil  his  not  be^n  t'lat  the  people  cannot  ir.ist 
themselves;  but  the  evil  co.nplainsd  of  his  b«sn.  th»t  tli3  Governor  has 
inflicted  upon  them  bad  appointments  fir  political  purposes.     'J'his  will  he 
remedied  by  the  first  amendment  under  consideration,  and  the  pc(>!>le  will, 
BO  doubt,  select  the  very  best  men,  and  why  then  li:nit  them  ?     Why,  if  it 
beeimes  necessary  to  have  a  limit,  the  people  will  i.npose  a  limitation 
practically,  by  refusing  to  elect  the  officer  at  a  second  or  third  term.     We 
sho  dd  not  say  to  the  people,  you  s!i:dl  not  excrcis  ;  this  sovereignty.— 
The  idea  now,  of  imposing  thi^  limitation  on  the  people  which  we  have 
not  hitherto  imposed  upon  the  Executive,  in  the  appointment  of  them« 
seemed  to  him,  to  be  looking  altogether  in  the  wrong  direction,      'i'he 
people  require  no  such  limitation.      Their  officers  do  require  it;  but  this 
was  a  limitation  upon  the  department  of  the  Government,  and  upon  the 
officers  of  the  Government,  but  the  timiiation  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
ftoin  Susqueh  inn-i,  was  a  limitati  m  upon  the  sover.'ijnty  of  the  people.-— 
Now,  he  (Mr.  W.)  was  willing  to  trust  the  people  in  these  restriciionF, 
He  was  not  afraid  they  would  continue  an  ir.cotnpeten;  (»fiicer  in  office; 
and  he  was  not  afraid  they  would  elect  a  man  to  office  who  would  abuse 
his  trust;  because,  if  he  did  so  abuse  it,  it  wou*d  be  a  deith  Vox  to  his 
|irospects  thereafter,  when  the  people  cam?  tc  pass  upon  his  merits.     He 
wished  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  to  leconsidpr  this  m  itter,  and  ask 
Uinseir  whether  it  was  expedient  to  introduce  a  proposition  of  this  kind 
into  the  Constitution  ?    Tiie  reasons  which  influenced  the  people  of  Penn* 
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eylvania  in  wishing  the  Governor  limited,  dors  not  apply  to  this  ease,  not 
do  the  rea«'on8  why  the  Sheriff  of  the  county  shouUIbe  liaiited.  apply  to  the 
eve  of  the  oiher  county  ofiicers.  The  S!ieriff  of  the  county  is  the  agent  of  a 
large  class  of  the  citizens  of  ihe  c  mnty,  having  collected  moneys  for  them  to 
alarffc  amonnt,  which  givc»8  l.im  a  very  consideraMe  power,  «nd  then  again, 
in  ihe  c  :ercis?  of  his  duiics  he  has  the  power  of  extending  favor  to  some, 
and  fifeiiroivinflf  the  inw  upon  others,  all  of  which  might  be  used  for  the 
pu-p/  -c  ..:'s?^c!rliig  ihe  vote>  of  his  fePow  ciiizen!*,  ;  nd  of  procnring  for 
him?*'..'  I  tT.n'i.ii.ance  in  office.  These  reasons  might  be  abuniant  for 
limiiin;^ ';:;(  icrm  of  t'^e  Sheriff,  bin  these  reasons  do  not  apply  to  the  oihcr 
county  oVi-iT^j.  They  have  no  patronage  in  t!  eir  hands  to  be  uredto 
procure  me  tjtiblic  Tavor,  and  have  no  means  of  pnjudicing  the  public  in- 
frest  (ixcept  by  a  ncijlert  of  duty  ;  btit  in  that  case,  the  people  who  are 
aVays  jealous  of  iheir  rights,  will  see  it,  and  turn  them  out.  for  that  neg- 
l3ct.  Why.  sir,  if  we  agree,  as  srems  to  he  aere^d  to  on  all  hands,  th»t 
w?  should  give  to  the  people  the  election  r.f  theii  cfiicers,  why  siiould  they 
not  be  invested  with  the  rijrhi  to  select  them,  as  with  the  right  originally 
to  elect  ihem  ?  And  whMt  reason  cxn  jmiv  one  assipn  for  giving  the  elec- 
tions to  the  peoj'lc,  which  will  not  apply  with  equal  force,  and  in  all  its 
length  and  breadth  to  the  giving  the  re  clec^tion  of  those  officers  to  the 
periple.  When  an  election  comes  on.  some  one  must  be  elected,  and  if 
the  officer  who  has  held  the  office  is  better  qurlified  and  mote  worthy  than 
a  new  man,  what  reason  was  there  for  forbidding  the  people  from  re-elect- 
ing him,  which  would  not  apply  with  equal  force  against  theii  right 
original!y  to  elect  him.  There  was,  he  apprehended,  no  reason  foi  this, 
and  there  was  a  stronc  rerson  why  ihis  attempted  limitation  should  not 
be  introduced  into  the  Constitution.  He  did  not  know  of  anv  stinaulus 
so  strong  to  influence  the  offii-cr  in  a  faithful  discharge  of  his  duties,  as 
that  of  securinsj  the  favor  of  the  people  for  re-election.  Take  the  Pro- 
thonotary  or  Register,  whose  term  is  to  expire  at  the  end  of  three  y*»ars.  At 
the  end  of  three  years  his  character  as  an  officer,  and  the  fidelity  with 
which  ho  discharges  the  duties  of  hisuffice.  will  pass  under  review  before 
the  peop'e.  If  he  is  desirous  of  being  re-elected,  will  he  not  discharge  his 
duties  faithfully?  Will  net  those  who  have  business  with  him  always 
find  him  in  his  place,  attending  to  those  who  need  his  services  ?  Will  not 
he  be  anxious  to  have  the  people  say  of  him,  ••we  never  suffered  in  hav- 
ing our  business  done  in  the  office  in  which  this  man  was,  and  we  will 
restore  him  to  his  office,  we  will  re-elect  him".  Will  not  this  be  the 
language  which  every  officer  will  desire  lo  hear  of  himself,  and  will  not 
every  one  who  desires  to  remain  in  offiee  use  every  exertion  to  merit  it? 
Well,  sir,  how  will  it  be  with  the  amendment  of  the  gentlem-m  from  Sus- 
quehanna ?  Will  it  not  take  nway  this  resistless  motive  for  a  proper 
discharge  of  duty  ?  Will  it  not  deprive  the  people  of  the  benefit  of 
this  motive  operating  on  the  mind  of  the  officer?  He  was  unwilling  to 
deprive  them  of  all  the  benefits  of  this  motive,  but  he  would  leave  it  to 
opeiatc  with  its  full  f  irce,  and  let  the  officer  feel  the  full  value  of  the  appro- 
bation of  his  fellow  citizens.  Let  him  feel  all  the  impulses  which  an  hon- 
est man  may  feel  in  reference  to  his  devotion  to  the  people  to  whom  he 
owes  his  official  trust.  Let  us  not  deprive  him  of  the  influence  of  this  motire 
in  his  efforts  to  serv?  the  people,  and  let  us  not  deprive  the  people  of  the 
benefit  to  be  dciived  from  tliis  motive,  operating  upon  him*  by  eaying  to 
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him.  in  no  event,  however  you  may  conduct  yourself,  shall  yon  be  elected 
to  this  office.  These  were  tho  reasons  which  wouM  influence  him  in  goin^ 
against  the  amendmsni  of  the  srentleman  from  Susquehanna,  and  he  ccmld 
not  bring  himself  lo  believe  hut  that  ihc  f^rcntlenian  ha:l  inirod'ioed  it,  bef>)re 
he  had  weighed  its  merits  properly,  and  without  due  reflection. 

Mr.    Porter,  of   Northa  npton.  said  tliat  the  doctrine  of  rotation  in 
office  was  a  republican  one  ;  that  as  power  had  a  tendency  to  corrupt,  it 
was  (me  of  the  principles  of  all  republican  Governments,  that  all  power, 
which  the  sovereign  pe.')ple  delegated  t'>  individuals,  should,  at  state  1  peri« 
ods,  be  returned  to  them.     Although  all  p  )wer  tended  to  corruption,  in 
eonsequetice  of  the  infirmities  of  human  nat  ire,  yet  it  did  not  necessarily 
follow  that  every  person  to  wfiom  power  is  commited  becomes  actually 
eomipted,  or  abuses  the  iru.'«t  leposed  in  him  ;  therefore,  when  the  trust 
was  thus  restored,  or  the  deleg.ited  power  returneil  to  the  people,  they 
either  re-dslegited  it  to  the  same  individuals,  or  confered  it  on  others 
fo'ind  to  be  more  woriliv.     'I'his    was    the  true  doctrine  of  rotation  in 
offii*e,  and  left  the  p?ople  perfecUy  free  to  rew.ird   merit,  or  discharge  in- 
competency or  dishonesiv.     R  Nation  in  office  did  not  mean  that  the  peo- 
ple  m*/sf  discharge  fait'ifol  sci  vnnLs  at  a  given  time,  whether  there   was 
«ny  occasion  for  it  or  not:  it  only  intended  to  give  thn  people  the  right,  at 
atated  periods,  to  rcviaw  and  pass  upon  thu  conduct  of  their  servants.     It 
"would  not  he  deemed  proper  to  compel  a  merchant  to  discharge  his  clerk, 
"^Hrhom  he  hired  f'om  vear  lo  ve  ir,  at  the  end  of  three  or  six  years,  wheth- 
«r  he  satisfied  him  or  not,  and  crtmp  d  him  to  try  another ;  and  it  would  be 
equally  impropcT  to  compel  the  people  to  do  so :  it  should  be  left  to  their 
€>wn  free  will.     I  am  opposed  to  pulling  such  a  constraint  upon  the  peo- 
ple, and  I  confess  I  did  not  expect  U)  see  such  a  proposition  finding  favor 
with  those  radical  gentlemen,  who  seemed  so  horrified  at  the  proposition 
"which  I  staled  vesti-r  lav,  and  now  stale  sijijiin — 1  mean  toofTer  to  this  sec- 
tioii,  s")  soon  as  I  cm  find  an  oppoiiunity,  to  require  tint  before  any  per 
son  shall  he  elect(?d  Proihonoiary  or  ('lerk  of  a  court,  he  shall  have  been 
first  examin''d  l>v  the  Judtj'S  of  the  i-ourt,  or  hy  a  board  of  exa  uiner^  to 
l>e  appointed  by  them,  and  certificl  to  he  qualified  to  di'^charge  the  duties 
of  the  office.     1  say,  sir,  1  little  expected  to  see  gentlemen  win  profess 
to  much  confid-'uee  in  the  people,  and  who  arc  so  continually  taking  the 
dear  people  under  their  special  care,  t!iat  they  will  scarcely  let  any  other 
member  name  them,  now   urire   the   necessity  of  briAling  the  people  for 
fear  they  would   injure  themselves,  whilst  they  objert  to  requiring  any 
qualification  whatever  of  capacity  in  the  oiHcer  to  be  elected.     I  like  con- 
sisl^mcv,  and  think  this  is  evidence  of  anv  thini;  else.     I  was  astonished 
to  hear  mv  friend  from  iMitllin,  wlio  was  lor  m:i!iy  years  a  i^roihonotary, 
ind  on?  of  the  b.*stin  the  Stale,  siy  that  he  dil  not  think  it  important  that 
a  Prnhonotary  should  know  how   ii  write  very  wjII.     [Mr.  Banks  ex- 
plained :  he  said  that  he  did  not  tliink  it  nee  !ssarv  that  hj  siKmlii  he  able 
lo  Sj-Tcll  accar.itely.'J     1   nc'ver  knew  a  m  vi   (n  for  Clerk  of  a  court  that 
could  not  spell  ordinary  words.     C».»od  wr.ters  and  competent  Prothonota' 
Ties    should  always   be  siich — ihey  usually,  though  pi^rliaps  not  always, 
•p?n.  as  W3!l  as  write  with  ordinary  accuracy,  and  thi^  is  all  1  shoald  re- 
quire in  the  way  of  qaalification,  superadded  to  ordinary  intelligence  and 
capacity.     Tne  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Doran)  has  depreca- 
ted the  mode  of  appointment  by  the  Executive,  and  says  that  a  Governor 
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hw  been  known  to  have  Imrgaineil  for  the  disposition  of  offices  to  secure 
bis  nomination.  I  doubt  the  correctness  of  his  information.  Such  t  thin}^ 
never  did  occur.  I  admit  that  incompetent  men  have  been  appointed^  and 
I  believe  incompetent  men  may  be  eleclei,  nnd  I  should  like  to  guard 
•gainst  it.  I  think  the  Executive  patronage  should  be  reduced  ;  but  the 
difficulty  has  been  to  find  where  the  power  can  be  more  securely  placed. 
I  do  not  expect  to  attain  to  perfection  in  any  scheme  that  may  be  adopted: 
each  an  expectation  would  be  folly.  If  the  guard  that  I  propose  be  adopt- 
ed, I  think  the  mode  by  election  by  the  people  will  answer  very  well. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said,  and  is  always  said  by  those  out  of  power* 
who  have  heen  di^^placed,  about  the  impropriety  of  turning  men  out  of 
office  I'^r  their  political  opinions.  We  recollect  very  well  how  much  faolt 
the  Nntirmal  Republicans  found  with  Governor  Marcy  for  the  expression* 
"that  to  the  victois  belong  the  spoils  of  victory".  I  told  them  then  that 
if  they  had  the  power,  they  would  do  the  same  thing.  Shortly  afterwards, 
they  came  into  power  in  the  cities  of  Philadelphia  and  New  York,  and 
they  swept  the  ho;ird  of  all  the  ofTicers  who  were  politic:dly  opposed  to 
them,  down  to  the  very  watchman.  The  same  party  who  thus  found  fault 
with  Governor  Marcy,  have  since  obtnineil  the  power  and  patronage  of  Penn* 
•ylvania,  nnd  they  cleared  all  the  oflices  in  the  State  of  their  political  op- 
ponents, down  even  to  the  lo(;k  keepers  on  your  cnnaU.  The  ihing  it 
wrong  in  principle,  I  admit ;  but  it  is  and  has  been  practised  by  all  parties, 
except  under  the  administration  of  Mr.  John  Qitincy  Adams,  who  proba- 
bly lost  his  re-election  for  not  practising  it  fiimself.  I  believe  a  majority 
of  this  Convention  are  for  electing  the  county  officers,  and  1  certninly 
shall  not  object  to  it  for  its  political  operation  on  the  county  which  I  in 
part  represent.  But  before  we  adopt  the  system,  as  these  things  are  practised 
now,  it  may  be  well  for  our  Iriends  to  enquire  as  to  its  effects  on  the  de- 
mocratic party  throughout  this  Commonwealth.  They  have  held  the 
power  of  the  Stale  for  thirty  out  of  thirty-nine  years  past,  and  if  we  do 
not  cut  up  the  existing  Constitution  hy  the  roots,  tfie  probability  is  that 
they  will  have  an  equal  proportion  of  the  next  thirty-nine  years.  Is  it  not 
suicidal,  then,  in  the  party  thus  to  p:irt  with  their  power?  The  offices  in 
the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  the  counties  of  Lancaster  and 
Chester,  are  worth  almost  as  much  ns  in  all  the  rest  of  the  State  ;  and  to 
make  them  elective  is  at  once  to  surreuder  the  power  and  patronage  m 
that  city  and  those  counties  to  our  political  opponents.  If,  however,  the 
party  determine  to  do  this,  I  shall  not  object ;  but  I  suggest  the  matter 
for  their  consideration. 

But,  if  gentlemen  wish  the  county  officers  elected,  the  system  ought  to 
be  carried  out.  There  are  many  other  offices  in  the  city  and  county  of 
Philadelphia — the  inspectorship  of  flour,  bark,  whiskey,  and  other  ihingt 
for  instance.  Are  not  these  to  be  elective  a!su?  Gentlemen  shonUI  be 
consistent,  and  carry  out  their  system,  and  elect  all  such  local  officers*  if 
they  elect  part. 

All  offices  sh(mld  be  filled  with  a  regard  to  the  public  interest,  and  not 
for  the  benefit  of  the  individuals  who  may  fill  them  ;  and,  therefore,  poli» 
tics  ought  not,  in  prini:iple,  however  it  may  be  in  practise,  ti  be  introduced 
in  their  selections.  The  gieat  object  with  the  public  should  be,  to  get 
honest  and  capable  men,  and  I  will  go  for  any  measure  best  calculated  to 
produce  this  result.    But  I  almost  despair  of  entire  success  in  tbia 
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Wldt  by  my  mode  tliRt  may  be  adopted.  I  think  we  should  get  the  beft 
ProdioQotaries  and  Clerks,  if  the  C4)urt  app">inted  them;  but  this  project  dt>ea 
not  seem  to  find  favor  in  this  body.  I  confess  I  do  not  spe  why  it  should 
not.  Onr  Couniy  Commissioners  appoint  their  own  clerk,  and  we  hear 
no  complaints  of  that.  Our  courts  are  as  much  interested  in  the  safe  and 
correct  keeping  of  tlieir  records  as  the  commissioners,  and,  the  public  are 
vastly  interested  in  this  thing  beini^  ahiy  and  f;iithfully  done.  To  at'ain 
this  end,  I  trust  that  it  will  he  require:!,  that  no  man  shall  be  a  candidate 
for  the  Pro iho notary's  or  Clerk's  office,  who  has  not  been  examined  and 
found  qu;dified.  I  fear  no  exercise  of  arSitrary  power  in  excluding  com* 
petentmen.  Were  any  judges  to  practise  partiality,  or  exercise  the  power 
oppressively,  it  would  he  more  than  their  coramissiims  would  he  worth. 
I  should  have  more  fears  that  there  would  be  scan'ely  strictness  enough 
observed.  But  I  am  altogether  unwilling  to  adopt  a  provision  which  will 
oblige  tlie  people  to  turn  a  man  out  of  office  against  their  o  .vn  wishes,  and 
when  there  is  no  reason  or  occasion  for  it.  There  may  be  reason  in  re* 
itricting  the  Executive  to  a  given  number  of  years,  as  he  has  the  Execu- 
tive power  of  the  State  or  Union  in  his  hands.  He  might,  otherwise,  so 
strengthen  himself  as  to  become,  in  fact,  a  monarch.  The  restriction  might 
well  he  applied  to  a  Shcriflf,  who  ought  to  settle  up  the  affairs  of  his  office* 
and  who  might,  by  oppression  or  partiality,  use  the  power  and  influence 
of  his  office  for  his  own  re-election,  and  to  the  prejudice  of  suitors  and 
parties.  But  in  a  mere  ministerial  office,  there  can  be  no  reason  for  pre- 
venting the  piioplc  from  exercising  their  own  pleasure. 

Mr.  Clarkp,  of  Indiana,  said  he  would  make  a  few  remarks.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  (Mr.  Read) 
was  not  going  to  get  fair  play  at  all,  and  his  apprehension  was  founded  on 
the  course  the  argument  had  assum<%d.  He  thought  the  proposition  before 
the  committee  a  very  simple  one,  though  it  was  not  the  less  good,  and  whilst 
the  gentleman  from  Union  (Mr.  Merrill)  had  expressed  himself  as  bit- 
terly opposed  to  it,  the  gentleman  from  Miffiin  (Mr.  Banks)  had  not  the 
less  ably  supported  it.  The  gentleman  from  Union  professed  his  asto- 
nishment, as  to  whether  what  had  been  said  in  relation  to  the  two  teims. 
Was  said  in  earnest.  Now,  as  we  received  not  unfrequendy  our  opinions 
from  those  with  whom  we  conversed,  he  might  say,  that  he  had  gathered 
those  of  his  constituents  who  had  talked  about  amending  the  Constitution, 
tnd  they  were  in  favor  of  the  abolition  of  life  offices,  and  of  limiting  the 
tenure  of  office.  In  conformity  with  these  opinions,  he  intended,  at  the 
proper  time,  to  vote  to  take  away  life  offices,  shorten  the  term  of  office, 
and  limit  the  eligibility  to  office.  His  constituents,  generally,  wished  the 
patronage  of  the  Governor  to  be  limited,  because  they  conceived  that  he 
possessed  more  power  than  ought  to  l>e  exercised  by  any  man.  and  was 
too  far  removed  from  the  people.  It  was  to  be  borne  in  mind,  that  if  we 
did  not  limit  the  eligibility  of  the  officers  elected  by  the  people,  we  could 
not  get  rid  of  the  evil  of  which  they  complained.  These  officers  still 
formed  the  outposts  and  the  rallying  points  ol  party  organization,  whether 
re-appointed  by  the  people  or  the  fi^xecuiive.  He  had  no  doubt  that  great 
adyantage  would  result  from  limiting  the  eligibility  to  office.  By  msdLing 
men  re-eligihle  to  office,  an  opportunity  was  affiirded  those  who  wished  to 
be  re-elected,  of  using  their  exertions  in  various  ways,  to  get  themselves 
re-oominated.     They  would  have  great  facilities  of  intercourse,  especially 
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of  living  in  a  countv  town,  which  they  tnifrhi  avail  themselves  of  in  order 
to  obtain  their  re-election.  These,  then,  wouhl  pive  them  an  advantasre 
over  other  citizens.  Their  friends  would  be  punctual  in  their  a<tendance 
at  their  own  meeting,  for  the  purpose  of  choosing  delegates.  And,  in  the 
connty  towns,  they  would  act  together  so  as  to  operate  on  the  county.— 
Now,  he  (Mr.  C.)  would  lake  awav  this  temptation  of  re-eligibility.  The 
fact  was,  that  men  who  are  in  office  long,  imagine  thnt  it  was  made  for 
them,  and  they  are  never  willing  to  return  to  a  more  industrious  calling. 
It  was  thought  as  hard  to  loave  an  old  office  as  it  was  to  pay  old  debts, 
even  after  a  very  long  credit.  So  lonff  as  men  were  rc-eligihle  lo  office, 
their  minds  would  be  continually  running  on  it,  and  employed  in  contri- 
ving how  they  should  sectirc  their  re-election.  He  thought,  then,  that  six 
years  was  long  cnou$rh  for  a  man  to  (ill  an  office.  The  hmger  a  man  was 
in  office,  the  slacker  he  bec^e  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties.  If  fat,  he 
grew  lazy  ;  if  lean,  he  grew  roguish;  and  if  cros^,  he  grew  more  so.  It 
was  better  that  a  man  should  go  out  of  office  at  the  end  of  his  term,  and 
that  another  should  he  elected  in  his  place.  He  (Mr.  C)  believed  in  the 
truth  of  the  old  proverb,  that  •*  new  brooms  sweep  clean".  But,  a  £en- 
tleman  had  asked  the  question  :  **  What,  would  you  deprive  the  people  of 
the  right  to  select  their  own  officers?  Why  place  restrictions  on  the  people'*? 
No,  he  (Mr.  C.)  would  not.  We  only  proposed  a  rule  for  :heir  adoption 
in  Inference  to  the  Sheriff  and  Governor.  He  maintained  that  the  doc- 
trine, that,  because  a  man  fulfilled  his  duties  honestly  and  faithfully,  he 
should  always  he  contin-icd  in  office,  was  the  doctrine  of  monarchy  and 
aristocracy,  and  all  the  ocracy  that  was  opposed  to  popular  rights.  A  man, 
when  new  in  office,  performs  his  duties  faithfully  and  well.  But,  on  the 
contrary,  when  Ion?  in  office,  he  was  apt  to  be  idle  and  negligent.  He 
(Mr.  C.)  would  conclude  his  remarks  by  saying,  that  he  felt  satisfied  that 
the  proposed  change  would  l>e  decidedly  advanUigeous  and  beneficial  to  the 
people.  He  would,  therefore,  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  genilemaa 
from  Susquehanna. 

Mr.  DicRET,  of  Beaver,  believed  it  to  be  the  wish  of  the  people  that 
the  Executii-e  patronage  shotdd  he  curtailed.  And,  one  of  their  principal 
reasons  for  this  was  on  account  of  the  appointing  power.  He  believed, 
that  as  capable  and  efficient  officers  could  he  electeil  by  the  people  as  ap- 
pointed by  the  Governor,  if  not  belter.  The  Governor  was  subject  to  be 
imposed  upon,  if  not  influenced,  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of  the  Pro- 
thonotaries.  Recorders,  &c.,  as  recommendations  were  gotten  up  in  their 
favor,  of  a  character  more  political  than  otherwise.  'J'he  people  of  a 
county  soon  lenrnt  who  was  competent  to  discharge  any  of  these  offices, 
and  as  they  were  created  fur  their  henefit,  they  would  take  care  to  have 
competent  men  to  discharge  the  duties  of  them.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
Tision  for  the  election  of  the  connty  officiTS,  on  the  same  day  with  the  ge- 
neral election,  and  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  so  modified  as  to  disconnect 
the  county  officers  from  the  others.  He  would  prefer,  that  the  time  or 
holding  the  election  should  be  fixed  by  the  Gu\eroor,  for  then  it  would  be 
less  liable  to  be  influenced  by  party. 

In  regard  to  the  restriction  of  two  terms,  he  did  not  think  the  people  had 
required  that.  The  people  would  elect  men,  (as  he  had  already  observed) 
who  were  honest  and  responsible,  and  who  would  see  that  the  duties  were 
properly  performed ;  and,  this  was  all  that  the  principles  of  demucracy— 
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of  Jbffcrsonian  democracy— required.  The  gentleman  from  Northampton 
(Mr.  Porter)  would  call  these  offices  sinecures,  but  they  were  such  at 
Mr.  Jefferson  approved  of  and  snnctioneiK  When  Mr.  Jefferson  came 
into  office,  he  appointed  a  very  aged  man,  n  Mr.  Wayne,  as  the  Collector 
of  New  Haven.  In  reply  to  the  remonstrance  of  the  merchants  of  that 
city,  against  the  appointment,  Mr.  Jefferson  said  that  the  in.1ivid:ni  was 
honest  and  responsible,  and  that  this  was  a  sufficient  qualification  for  the 
office.  So,  in  many  parts  of  Pennsylv jni;i.  where  a  man  might  be  elected 
to  office,  who  knew  nothing  of  the  English  langu:ige,  he  could  get  a  man 
to  perform  his  duties  for  him,  he  being  honesi  and  responsible.  Now, 
that  wruld  be  carrying  out  the  Jeffersoman  democracy. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  remarked,  that  it  was  not  more  strange  than 
true,  that  gentlemen  who  had  argued  against  rotation  in  office,  and  the 
danger  to  be  apprehended  from  giving  the  election  of  officers  to  the  people, 
had  not  mixed  enough  with  the  people,  and  theiefore  could  not  sufficiently 
comprehend  what  democracy  was.  Now,  these  gentlemen  ought  to  go  to 
school  again,  and  read,  rarcfully,  the  political  history  of  nations.  They 
would  discover,  that  the  doc'rin^  of  once  in  office  alwavs  in  office,  was  a 
doctrine  enteitained  by  monirch.stsand  aristociats.  Gentlemen,  however, 
would  live  and  learn. 

They  will  find  the  pure  democracy  of  which  they  speak,  is  quitting  our 
tide  and  going  over  to  the  o  her  sid.;.  He  woidd  a^k  the  gentleman  from  Lu- 
cerne, if  he  did  not  see,  that  the  democr-icy  which  genilemen  exhibited 
was  sustained  by  the  conservatives — that  they  went  shoulder  to  shoulder 
with  our  democrats.  Gonilemen  have  discovered  thni  the  conservatives 
tre  the  only  true  democrats,  and  that  the  radic.ds  are  the  true  aristocrats. 
He  called  on  the  gentk»m.m  from  Northampton  to  carry  out  his  dj/l.ira- 
tions,  by  taking  the  app'Mntment  of  all  the  officers  from  the  Governor,  and 
fivint;  them  to  the  people.  0*)nsisteacy  rt-qurred  that  he  should  carry  out 
the  principle  which  he  was  elected  to  snstiin.  'J'he  gentleman  from 
Chester  (Mr.  Bell)  was  not  in  f.vorof  the  limitation  of  the  tyrnis  of  ihs 
office  of  Governor  and  SheriflT,  if  it  was  not  in  the  present  Constitution.— 
Was  that  a  good  reason  ?  He  had  n  it  suppose  J  that  such  a  geiuiine  de- 
mt)crat  would  have  assigned  ih.il  as  a  snffii.*ient  rca.son,  but  would  rather 
hare  lifiej  up  his  eloquent  voice  against  it.  Instead  of  limiting  the  terms 
of  the  Governor  to  six  years  out  of  nine,  his  eloquent  voice  was  not  heard 
in  behalf  of  the  restriction. 

Here  Mr.  E.  gave  way  to  a  motion  to  rise. 

The  committee  thsn  ro^c,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  have  to  sit 
igain,  and 

The  Convention  adjourned. 
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FRIDAY,  JuxB  30,  1837. 

Mr.  Sellers,  of  Montgomery,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of 
Montgomery  county,  praying  lor  restrictions  on  Banks,  which  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  HiESTER,  of  Lancaster,  submited  the  following  resolution,  which 
was  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  : 

Retolvtd,  That  the  rules  of  the  ConYcntion  be  altered  by  the  adoption  of  the  following 
rale: 

«  When  any  question  is  proposed  for  consideration,  or  is  under  debate,  it  shall,  at 
any  time,  be  in  order  to  move  to  lay  the  same  on  (he  t^ible,  which,  if  agreed  to,  shall 
preclude  further  action  thereon,  until  the  sime  shall  l>o  again  taken  up  by  order  of  the 
Convention,  and  such  motion  shall  be  decided  without  debate". 

Mr.  Martin,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  that  the  Convention  pioceed  to 
eonsider  the  resolution  offered  by  him  on  the  subject  of  adjournment,  from 
July  1st  to  July  27th,  and  the  motion  was  decided  in  the  negative — 
yeas  32. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  submited  the  following  resolution,  which  was 
laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

Jietolvedt  'J1iat  the  following  amsndments  to  the  Constitution  shiU  be  submited  to 
the  people  of  this  Commonwealth,  for  their  confirmation  or  rejection,  nt  the  next  general 
•lection,  in  the  following  manner:  The  amendments  shall  be  submited  nil  together — the 
sereril  inspectors,  app^>inicd  or  chosen  to  conduct  the  next  general  election,  shall,  at  the 
times  and  pl.ices  of  holdini;  said  election,  receive  written  or  printed  tickets  from  theeleo* 
tors  qualified  to  ^ote  at  siid  election,  labelled  on  the  outside  **  amendments'*,  and  con- 
taining on  the  inside  "  fur  the  amendments*'  or  "  against  the  amend inentd*',  and  the  votas 
thus  given  shall  he  counted,  and  returned  in  the  same  manner  as  ii  now  provided  for  in 
the  case  of  votes  f  r  represontativejs  which  said  votes  sh<«Il  be  o()encd  find  countt  d.  and 
declared  by  the  next  Gcno:al  Assembly,  in  joint  Convention,  on  the  third  Wednesdsy  of 
Dccemlernext,  and  if  a  msjority  of  itU  the  votes  thus  given  shall  lie  **  for  the  amend- 
meuts*',  then  these  amendments  sha'l  become  and  be  a  part  of  the  Constitution  of  ihu 
Commonwealth,  otherwibo  they  shnll  be  void,  the  Secret-iry  of  the  Commonwealth  shall 
cause  the  amendments  to  be  published  in  at  Ica^t  two  newspapers  in  each  county,  (if 
containing  so  many)  for  at  least  two  months  before  the  election. 

AMENDMENTS. 

ARTICLE  I. 

Alter  the  sections  focond  and  tenth,  s.i  as  to  read  as  follows: 

8ectiox  2.  The  representatives  shall  be  chosen  annually  liy  the  citizens  of  Phikdal* 
phia,  and  of  earh  county  rrspectively.  on  the  third  Tuesday  of  October. 

8kctio5  10.  The  General  Assembly  shall  meet  on  the  first  Tuesday  of  Jantmry  >'» 
eacA  yeoTt  unlets  tooner  convened  by  tht  Governor. 

article  hi.— of  the  C0XSTITCTI05. 

Alter  section  I,  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

8KCTio3r  1.  In  elections  by  the  chizens,  every  freeman  of  the  age  of  twemtymna 
years,  having  resided  in  the  State  one  year,  or  if  he  had  previoa%  been  a  qualified  eleo* 
tor  six  months  before  the  election,  and  within  two  years  next  before  the  election  paid  a 
State  or  county  tax,  which  shall  have  been  assessed  at  least  ten  days  next  before  theelc^ 
tion,  shall  enjoy  the  rights  of  an  elector :  Providedy  That  freemen,  citizens  of  the  United 
Ftites,  having  resided  in  the  State  as  aforesaid,  being  between  the  ages  ot  twenty-one  and 
twenty-two  years,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  alihough  they  shall  not  have  paid  taxes, 

ARTICLE  TI.— -OF  THE   C09STITCTI02r. 

Alter  it  to  read  as  follows : 

SicTioir  1 .  Sheriff  and  Coronara  ahall,  at  the  times  and  places  of  election  of  i 
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ti^M  b«  chosen  by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  one  person  shall  be  chosen  for  each  office  who 
duUl  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor;  they  shall  hold  their  offices  for  threo  years,  if 
they  shall  so  lung  behave  themselves  well,  and  until  a  successor  be  duly  qualified,  bat  no 
person  shall  be  twice  chosen  or  appointed  Sheriff  in  any  term  of  six  years.  Vacancies  in 
cither  of  said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  a  new  appointment,  to  be  maile  by  the  Governor, 
to  continue  until  the  next  general  election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  chosen  and  qua- 
lified as  aforesaid. 

Add  a  new  section,  to  be  called  section  six,  as  follows : 

SxcTioir  6.  Prothonotaries  and  Clerics  of  (he  several  courts,  (except  the  Prothonotft- 

lies   of  the  Supreme  Court,  who  shall  be  appo'nted   in  the  respective  districts  by  the 

court,  for  the  term  of  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  Ion;  behave  themselves  well,  and  are 

not  removed  \fy  the  courl)  Kecorder*s  of  deeJs  and  Register's  of  wills  shall,  at  the  times 

and  places  of  election  of  representatives,  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of  each  county  or  the 

districts  over  which  thejuriMliction  of  said  courts  extends,  and  shall  be  commissioned  by 

the  GoTernor ;  they  shall  ho!d  their  offices  for  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave 

themselves  well,  and  until  their  successors  shall  be  duly  qualified.    The  Legislature  shall 

designate,  by  law,  the  number  ofpersons  in  each  county  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  and 

Jlow  many,  and  which  of  imid  offices  shall  be  held  by  one  person.     Vacancies  in  any  of 

the  said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  nn  appointment,  to  be  made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue 

until  the  next  general  election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  elected  and  qualified  as 

mforesaid. 

Add  a  new  section  to  be  callrd  6(H*tion  seven,  as  follows : 

iSbctiox  7.  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  Aldermen,  shall  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of 
€hc  several  districts,  at  the  times  and  places  of  electing  constables,  and  hold  their  office 
&r  five  yeaVs,  if  they  so  long  behave  themselves  well,  the  number  in  each  district  to  be  fixed 
"ky  the  Legislature. 

Add  a  new  article,  to  be  called  article  ten,  as  follows : 

▲RTICLI  z. 

SxcnoN  1.  The  public  debt  of  this  Commouwealth  shall  never  exceed  the  ram  of 
thirty  millions  of  dollars. 

ABTICLE  zi. 

8bctio5  1.  Any  amendment  or  smendments  to  this  Constitution  maybe  proposed  in 

the  Senate  or  Assembly,  and  if  the  same  shall  be  iigrcedta  by  a  mijurity  of  the  members 

elected  to  etich  of  the  two  Houfcs,  kucIi  )iro|08od  amer.dm  nt  or  amendments  vhsll  be 

•Altered  nn  their  jonriiali*,  with  the  yeas  and  nays  tiiken  .hereon,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 

Commonwe.ilth  thaW  cause  the  ^amc  to  be  }.ul  lished,  as  Moon  as  practical  le,  in  at  least 

<ne  newspaper  in  every  county  in  which  a  newspaper  shall  be  pullished,  and  if  in  the 

Legislature  ne\t  altcrwanls  chosen,  such  pio|iose(l  nmendment  o(  amendments  shall  be 

agrtrd  to  by  two  thirds  of  all  the  mi  ml  ers  elected  to  each  House,  the  Secretary  of  the 

Commonwealth  hhall  cause  the  same  aguin  to  be  published  in  manner  aforesaid,  and  such 

jropofed  amendment  ur  anicmiments  khail  be  submited  to  tiir  people,  at  ruch  time  at 

leai^t  three  ni(.nths  distant,  nnd  in  such  manner  as  the  L(-gi»luturc  shall  prescribe;  and, 

if  the  people  shall  approve  and  ratify  such  amendment  or  amendments,  by  a  majority  of 

the  qu<ilified  voters  of  this  State  who  shall  vote  thereon,  such  amendment  or  amendmenti 

shall  become  a  port  of  the  Constitution. 

Jietoived,  'J'hiit  this  Convention  will  now  adjourn  tine  die, 

Mr.  Shellito,  of  Crawford,  suggested,  that  this  be  called  the  Adams 
county  Constitution. 

Mr.  Meredith,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  that  the  Convention  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  following  resolution,  oifered  by  him  yestenlay. 

Betohidy  That  the  resolution  passed  on  the  twelfth  instant,  rescinding  so  much  of 
the  twenty-thud  rule,  as  forbids  the  previous  que«tion  in  committee  of  the  whole,  be  rc^ 
dixled. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  mo- 
tion, and  they  were  ordered  accordingly. 

The  question  was  taken  on  considering  the  motion,  and  determined--^ 
yeas  61,  nays  55-— as  follows : 
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YiA9. — Mfssrfl.  Agnew,  BaUlwin,  B<irn(1ollar,  Barnitz,  Bell,  Biddle,  Brown,  of  Ltneai- 
ter,  Carey.  Chr»m'>crs  Cii.indlcr,  of  ChR*ter,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver.  Clark,  of 
BaQphiri.  Cl.irk?,  of  Indima,  Cortes,  Cochran,  Cope.  Cox,  Cunningham.  Darlin^on, 
D{»nny,  Dickoy,  Dicki»r-on.  Doniicl',  Doran,  Dunlop,  Fleming,  Forward,  Gamble,  Helf- 
fenstcin.  Hrn;l.'r>jon,of  AHo-rhnny.  Hpivlor-jon,  nf  Dauphin,  Hopkinson.  Houpt.  Jenk«, 
Kerr,  K  iiismicher,  Lonsj.  M.iclav,  M'C.ill,  M'Dowell,  M'Shcrry,  Meredith,  M«nrtll, 
Morki'l.PolIork.  Porter,  of  L'inra«tr»r,  Rci^-ire,  Rit.T,  Roy  or,  Russell,  Sacgcr.  Scott,  Sto* 
rigere,  Stivein,  Tlionns,  Told,  \Vri<liiii»i,  Wi)it\  Voung,  Scriie.:nt,  Prenideiit — 61. 

Nats. — Mi's^r^.  Ayre.?,  Bmkn,  B-iyne,  Bi[jfMo.v,  Boihim.  Brown,  of  N  )rthampton. 
Brown,  of  Phila  Iclphia  CltMvidgor,  Crai^,  Crain.  Crum.  Cummin,  Curll,  Darrah, 
DiUin^cr,  D  »n  ig!\n,  E ^rlo.  Farrclly,  FonlkroK  Fry.  Fuller,  Gfarhart.  Gilmore,  Grenell, 
Ha^t  n^f>,  H;iyhii*»l.  Hir8t3r,  Hyde,  Koim.  Kennrdy,  Krrba.  Lyons,  Miigee,  Mann, 
Martin.  Miller,  Mont7>m^rv,  Mvers,  Ovorfi^ld,  Portfjr,of  NorthiTiptm.  Purviance,  RsftJ, 
Rittpr,  Sv'l'ers,  Soliz-^r,  Scrrill,  ^cheetz,  Shollito,  S.ll,  S.nith,  S.aylh,  Stickul,  Swjtland, 
Taggart,  Weaver,  Woodward — 55. 

The  resolution  havinj:  been  read  a  se(*ond  lime, 

Mr.  Meredith  said,  he  would  not  have  brought  tliis  resolution  forward, 
but  that  he  considered,  that  the  resolution  to  rescind  the  rule  forbidding  the 
previous  quesiion  in  committee  of  ihe  whole,  was  not  adopted  by  the  sense 
of  the  Convention  ;  not  even  had  the  voas  and  nays  been  asked  for  on  the 
qucS'tion,  an  1  if  they  h.id  been  c.dled,  he  believed  the  resolution  would  not 
have  been  adopted.  It  was  a  measure  altoijether  un])recedented.  The  ob- 
ject of  Ciirryinf(  measures  inio  committee  of  llie  whole,  was  for  the  pur^ 
pose  of  having  full  and  free  discui^sion  and  aniendmeni.  Th^re  was  t 
mode  of  discharginff  the  committee  of  the  whole  from  the  further  confide- 
ration  of  the  subject,  when  debate  was  not  desired.  To  test  the  sense  of 
the  Crnvention,  he  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion,  and  they 
were  ordered  a«cordin<rlv. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  said,  the  principal  objection  seemed  to  be 
that  the  rule  estabiisbing  the  proviotis  quesiion  in  committee  of  the  whole, 
was  an  unprcccdc^ntcd  one,  \\w^  that  tlie  previous  quesiion  had  nevei  been 
used  in  comniilicr  of  tlie  whole  iii  any  other  body.  Well,  there  was  a 
good  rcr.son  forusin^r  it  in  tliis  !  ody,  which  did  n<»l  exist  :^s  to  any  ether 
body.  In  oilier  l)0;!ies,  the  procreilh»g»  in  committee  of  the  whole,  were 
altogether  preliminary,  but  suc!i  w;;s  not  the  case  here.  An  unprecedented 
practise  as  to  the  previous  qr.rslinn  minlubt*  introduced  here,  because  our 
couiFC  of  proccedinfr  was  unprecedented.  ITi?n'  the  great  battle  was  fought, 
and  the  important  priueipies  were  sctiled  in  committee  of  the  whole.— 
"Wliai  was  the  mcnninjr  of  tlic  rule  cvciv  where?  'J'o  citable  a  decided 
majoiitv  l«>  control  tl:e  minority.  We  had  an  instance  yesterday.  The 
main  quesiion  was  ordered  to  be  taken  by  a  vote  of  102  to  13.  Yet,  had 
it  not  been  for  this  rule,  this  small  minority  might  have  kept  up  the  dis- 
cussir)n  for  weeks.  In  a  body  like  this,  Mhere  we  settle  all  great  questions 
in  committee  of  the  whole,  there  was  some  reason  for  introducing  the  rule, 
and  there  sliould  bo  strong  reas(»ns  for  a  ch:^nge.  liCt  us  rescind  the  rule, 
and  any  six  memiiers  of  Ibis  body,  in  commilieeof  the  whole,  can  prc\ent 
the  action  cf  the  other  one  hundred  and  twenty-seven,  not  only  for  a  month, 
but  for  years.  But  the  gentleman  from  the  city  told  us  there  was  another 
mode  of  srctting  rid  of  debate,  and  this  was  by  discharging  the  committee 
of  the  whole— and  for  v/iiit  purpose?  To  got  the  advan^ac;c  of  the  pre- 
vious quesiion  in  the  committee.  What  is  the  effect  ?  it  is  all-»atisfac- 
tory  to  the  gentleman  from  the  city.  You  have  moved  amendmeDis  to 
ihQ  aioe  i^i^^  sections*    An  amendment  to  the  tenth  is  pending,    YoQ 
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hftT8  become  weary.  To  get  rid  of  the  debate,  you  discharge  the  commit- 
tee of  the  whole,  and  call  the  previous  question,  and  thus  cut  off  the  nine 
amendments  previously  adopted,  important  as  they  may  he«  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  the  tenth,  and  the  discussion  to  which  it  had  led.  It  was  the  only 
mode  of  sfettingr  rid  of  the  question.  As  we  had  to  fight  the  principal  battle 
in  committee  of  the  whole,  and  settle  all  the  grreat  questions  theie,  we  should 
have  the  benefit  of  the  rule  in  that  body  where  ilie  great  battle  is  fought. 
It  was  not  the  custom  to  call  the  yeas  and  nays  in  committee  of  the  whole, 
and  he  had  therefore  introduced  the  rule,  and  thought  it  should  not  be  re* 
pealed. 

Mr.  Cunningham,  of  Mercer,  stated  his  impression,  from  what  he  had 
heard  from  the  gentleman  from  Philadolphia,  and  especially,  from  the  gen- 
tleman from  Susquehanna,  that  the  rule  ought  to  be  rescinded.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Si^squehanna  had  convinced  him,  more  than  the  gentleman 
from  Philadelphia.  He  had  gone  on  the  ground  that  we  settle  the  great 
principles  in  committee  of  the  whole.  For  that  very  reason,  there  ought 
to  be  full,  free  and  ample  discussion.  That,  therefore,  if  tljcre  were  no 
oiher  reason,  that  was  a  sufficiciil  one  for  rescindinjr  the  rule.  Whv  should 
they  hamper  themselves  in  committee  of  the  whole  more  than  in  any  other 
body,  wlier«  tjcn?  was  Till,  free  and  ample  discussion.  Would  you  gag 
roe:nbcrs  from  oflfcTing  amentlinenis,  and  ijiving  their  views  ?  For  this 
reason  alone,  therefore,  the  r.ile  ought  to  be  rescinde  I,  imlependently  of 
the  reasons  given  by  the  genilemm  from  the  city,  and  the  cust'im  as  it 
pret^mle.l  in  all  delibeiative  bo:lies.  As  we  had  to  settle  the  principles  in 
the  com  uittee  of  the  whole,  we  ou^ht  to  have  a  free  discus.^ion.  If  we 
look  back,  we  shall  find  thu  it  was  propose;!  to  go  through  committee  of 
the  whole,  and  without  further  action,  or  second  reading,  to  stibmit  the 
amen  Iments  to  the  people.  Yo'i  w.mld  not  do  this,  after  stopping  all 
amendments  and  all  dciSate,  and  thus  pre.  la  ling  the  people  from  having 
the  beuefu  of  the  full  opinions  of  t!ie  mcn.b.TS. 

Mr.  MEREDini  v/ished  to  see  wiio  it  was,  and  what  party  it  was,  that 
was  abo  It  to  impose  a  ^nir  on  t'le  tVe»?l')m  of  debate.  Our  ancestors, 
wh3frmi?d  the  present  Ci»nstituiion,  had  no  previous  question.  They 
were  of  t!ie  opinion  tliat  the  persons  who  had  been  elected  to  the  Conven- 
tion bv  tlie  p?oplc,  for  I'le  purpose  of  chuijrtng  the  fundMmental  law, 
should  hiv J  t'le  opportunity  of  ex  irossinsj  their sentimetus freely  and  fully. 
He  did  not  expect  tliai  ihj  gciulcmm  from  S  jsquchanna  would  have  in- 
troduced a  provision  which  wi'iil  to  restrain  the  freedom  of  discussion  in 
committee  of  the  wliole.  And  why  had  the  gentleman  taken  this  course? 
Because  a  minority  may  prevent  a  majority  from  acting,  a  majority  per- 
haps, of  a  sinirle  vole,  as  we  have  seen  in  a  recent  division,  where  the 
vote  stood  54  to  55.  It  w,  t!:erefore,  beca\isj  the  fifiy-four  may  insist  on 
their  rij^ht  of  expressing  their  opinions  in  the  hope  ot  converting  the  one 
which  constitutes  the  ui.ijorify  against  tliein.  He  looks  on  this  as  an  evil, 
and  all  tliose  who  oppose  tiie  present  resolution,  look  on  it  as  an  evil. — 
Results  are  not  to  be  bro'ij^lii  ab  >ut  by  discussion.  It  may  be  competent  for 
thos3  who  hold  that  opini  >?i,  to  operate  elsewhere,  for  aught  he  knew.— 
The  gentleman  from  Susquelianna  had  no  right  to  charge  him  with  intending 
to  waste  lime.  He  had  brou<rht  forward  this  proposition  from  a  sense  of 
daty,  feeling  as  every  one  must  feel,  who  sits  here  with  a  gae  in  his  mouth. 
The  gentleman  says  the  mode  of  discharging  the  committee  is  mischievoui 
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Id  its  effect,  because,  if  the  committee  be  discharged  pending  a  motion  to 
amend  the  tenth  section,  it  would  destroy  the  amendments  in  the  nine  pre* 
ceding  sections.  The  gentleman  does  not  heed  precedents,  but  he  (Mr. 
M.)  would  like  to  see  a  precedent  for  this.  The  committee  report  the  re- 
port, a  Bill  with  certain  amendments.  Arc  they  cut  off?  The  gentle* 
man  only  finds  this  evil  in  his  own  imgination.  Mr.  M.  concluded  with 
a  few  remarks,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this  view. 

Mr.  Read  did  not  think  it  necesssary  to  grant  precedents  to  convince 
the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  that  it  is  a  maxim  that  amendments  not 
upheld  by  the  committee,  are  cut  out.  If  leave  for  the  committee  to  sit 
again  be  refused,  all  the  amendments  agreed  to  in  that  committee  of  the 
whole  are  out  out,  because  they  are  not  reported. 

Mr.  Meredith  :  The  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  has  gone  back  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Senate,  where  there  aie  no  minutes  kept.  It  is  not 
the  same  here,  where  there  is  an  order  that  the  proceedings  of  the  commit- 
tee shall  be  reported  every  morning,  and  entered  on  the  journals.  Every 
morning,  therefore,  the  committee  report  its  proceedings. 

Mr.  Sterigere,  of  Montgomery,  said,  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna 
was  right  as  to  part  of  his  view  of  the  order.  The  order  to  lay  the  min- 
utes un  the  table  every  morning,  was  not  sufficient  to  authorize  the  action 
of  the  Convention  on  the  proceeding  of  the  committee,  without  some  slight 
alteration  of  the  rule.  Still  he  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution.  The 
British  Parliament  never  considered  the  previous  question  in  committee 
of  the  whole.  Our  discussions  in  committee  of  the  whole  ought  to  be  free, 
not  so  much  out  of  respect  to  ourselves,  as  to  the  people.  If  this  resolu- 
tion should  be  adopted,  the  previous  question  will  not  exist  in  the  commit- 
tee of  the  whole.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  would 
accept  an  amendment  which  he  would  suggest,  as  follows:  '*And  that 
when  the  motion  for  the  previous  question  is  carried  in  the  negative  in 
the  Convention,  it  shall  not  have  the  effect  of  postponing  the  main  ques- 
tion". 

Mr.  Meredith  lioped  this  would  be  made  a  separate  motion.  Under 
the  rule,  every  proposition  to  chang^e  the  rules  must  lie  one  day.  It  was 
a  distinct  pioposition  which  the  genileman  from  Montgomery  could  bring 
forward  at  any  other  lime. 

Mr.  Sterigere  withdrew  his  amendment, 

Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  thought  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  had 
his  hands  pretty  full  on  this  question.  An  honest  Chronicler  of  this  House 
(said  Mr.  D.)  tt)ld  me  yesterday,  that  the  radicals  had  made  one  thousand 
and  forty-five  speeches  up  to  the  23th  of  this  month.  The  gentleman  from 
Susquehanna  had  made  fifty-four  out  of  t'le  one  thousand  and  forty-five. 
He  supposed  the  genileman  from  Susquehanna  desired  to  rhoke  down  the 
debate  on  this  gr(mnd,  although  he  wt.uld  not  express  it  openly,  that  as  he 
had  takeH  his  full  share  of  the  debate,  he  was  satisfied  that  it  should  now 
•top.  If  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  would  multiply  liis  fifty-foor 
speches  by  one  hundred  and  thirty-three — the  number  of  members-i-wt 
should  have  an  aggregate  of  seven  thousand  one  hundred  and  two  speech- 
es, and  he  presumed  the  gentleman  would  now  be  disposed  to  stop,  having 
fiven  his  full  share.  He  (Mr.  D.)  had  no  objection  to  make  against  the 
fty-fotir  speeches  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna ;  because  he  listened 
to  them  with  pleasure,  as  they  always  contained  much  good  sense.    It 
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troald  be  cruel  to  keep  out  other  speeches.  The  Muhlenberg  demo- 
crats wont  be  able  to  say  what  they  have  prepared,  and  of  the  other  party 
there  must  be  two  hundred  speeches  yet  to  come  in.  He  had  only  intena- 
ed  to  throw  out  this  word  or  two  by  way  of  comfort. 

Mr.  HoPRiNsoN,  of  Philadelphia,  rose  to  reply  to  the  gentleman  from 
Susquehanna,  and  to  express  his  dissent  from  the  principles  laid  down  by 
bim— that  the  majority  have  a  right  to  rule  the  minority.  He  denied  the 
correctness  of  the  assertion,  unless  that  principle  were  connected  with 
another.  That  principle,  standing  alone,  was  unsound.  The  principle  to 
be  connected  with  it  was,  that  the  minority  have  a  right  to  be  heard.  In 
politics  as  well  as  morals,  this  was  equally  true.  How  was  this  Govein- 
roent  composed  ?  It  was  a  Government  of  individuals,  either  meeting  or 
by  deputies  here.  What  was  the  compact  of  the  whole  ?  That  they 
should  meet  together,  either  in  person,  or  by  their  representatives — that 
they  should  discuss  matters  of  general  interest — that  all  parlies  should  be 
heard— and  that  when  the  subjects  are  fully  discussed,  the  minority  shall 
submit  to  the  majority.  But  if  that  were  not  done,  then  the  majority  had 
no  right  to  ask  the  obedience  of  the  minority.  What  was  the  course  pur- 
sued  in  regard  to  elections  ?  Was  not  the  minority  heard  through  the 
ballot  boxes  ?  Certainly  they  were.  He  would  not  deny  that  where 
some  great  public  interest  was  at  stake — that  in  an  emergency  almost 
amounting  to  necessity,  the  principle  contended  for  by  the  gentleman, 
might  be  applicable— when  the  minority  should  have  their  mouths  closed 
by  the  previous  question.  He  (Mr.  H.)  would  suppose  the  case  of  a 
question  pending  in  Congress  on  the  evening  of  the  third  of  March — it 
being  the  short  session,  when  they  are  limited  to  a  ceitain  hour,  and  this 
question,  an  appropriation  bill  to  carry  on  the  Government.  Suppose 
some  of  the  members;  so  regardless  of  their  duty,  and  of  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  as  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in  making  speeches,  in  conse- 
quence of  which  the  bill  might  be  lost,  but  for  the  application  of  the  pre« 
fious  question.  On  such  an  occasion  as  that,  the  majority  would  have 
t  right  t<i  cut  off  debate.  He  had  never  voted  for  it  in  any  public  b'^dy, 
and  nothing  but  the  most  pressing  and  imperative  circumstances  would 
induce  him  to  do  so,  or  to  give  his  assent  to  the  adoption  of  that  course. 

Mr.  Banks,  of  Mifflin,  had  no  apprehension  as  to  the  previous  ques- 
tion being  called,  except  on  proper  occasions,  or  that  it  would  be  made  use 
of  to  cut  off  debate  when  it  might  be  calculaled  to  throw  more  light  on 
the  subject  under  consideration.  His  belief  was,  that  while  the  mi'inbers 
of  the  Convention  r^onducted  themselves  prudently  and  faithlully  in  relation 
to  the  trust  committed  to  their  charge,  they  would  have  no  reason  to  fear 
the  call  for  the  previous  question.  Surety  no  gentleman  on  that  floor  en- 
tertained an  idea  of  that  sort,  or  imagined  that  injury  would  be  done  him, 
or  the  ('Ommon wealth,  on  account  of  it.  The  rule  was  not  going  to  be 
resorted  to,  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  any  member.  That  being 
the  impression  on  his  mind,  he  felt  very  unwilling  to  rescind  the  rule.-— 
Inileedt  he  thought  it  would  be  of  advantage  in  furthering  the  business. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said  that  he  could  see  no  use  in  going 
into  committee  of  the  whole,  unless  they  accomplished  the  object  of  so 
doing.  We  had  determined  that  the  Constitution  should  be  considered  in 
eommittee  of  the  whole,  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  greater  latitude  of 
debate,  than  under  the  rule  which  governed  the  body,  when  sitting  as  a 
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ConventinD.  This  was  the  course  pursued  in  all  Legislative  bodies. 
We,  however,  had  carried  the  principle  a  little  further,  for  we  expressly 
restricted  the  calling  of  the  previous  qtiesiion  while  a  member  was  speak* 
ing.  Now,  that  was  going  one  step  further  than  was  once  allowed  in 
the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania.  Some  gentlemen,  it  appeared,  now 
wanted  to  rescind  that  part  of  the  rule,  which  forbade  the  calling  of  the 
previous  question  in  committee  of  the  whole.  lie  wouLi  ask  whether  it 
was  not  strikingly  incousiiJlent  to  destroy  the  object  for  which  the  Con- 
vention go  into  committee  of  the  whole,  by  authorizing  the  previous  ques- 
tion to  be  called  t  He  had  said  the  other  d:^y,  and  he  would  say  now,  that 
it  was  a  perfect  anomaly  in  legislation  to  adopt  that  course  of  proceeding. 
"While  he  regreted  the  unnecessary  time  that  was  consumed  in  rambling  de- 
bates, producing  crimination  and  re-crimination,  he  could  not  give  his  con- 
sent to  clog  the  opeiations  of  the  body,  by  saying  that  members  shall  not  ex- 
press their  opinions.  The  Convention  went  into  committee  of  the  whole  to 
g^ive  every  gentleman  an  opportunity  to  express  his  views  and  opinions 
freely  and  openly,  and  to  offer  their  amendments  for  consideration  and 
discussion,  with  a  liberality  and  freedom,  which  could  not  be  done  in 
Convention.  What,  he  would  ask,  was  the  object  of  going  into  com- 
mittee of  the  whole,  if  we  weie  to  be  restricted  as  much  as  in  the  Con- 
vention ?  Why  abolish  that  part  of  the  rule,  merely  to  change  the  presi- 
ding officer  ?  If  that  was  all — if  we  were  to  permit  the  previous  question 
to  be  citlled  in  committee,  he  would,  without  hesitation,  say  that  he  would 
vote  for  rescinding  the  rule.  He  was  not  present  at  the  time  the  rule  was 
adopted,  or  he  would  have  expressed  the  opinion  which  he  had  now  done 
oon(*erning  it. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  said  that  he  did  not  profess  to  be  intimate* 
ly  acquainted  with  the  subject;  but,  he  had  discovered  from  what  he  had 
heard,  and  from  reflection,  that  the  rule  ought  to  be  rescinded.  What,  he 
asked,  was  the  reason,  urged  against  calling  the  previous  question  in  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  ?  Why,  that  the  minority  might  be  iuciined  to  abuse 
ihe  privilege  of  debate.  Was  there  any  other  reason  than  that?  None. 
Now,  if  that  reasoft  be  good  for  any  tiling,  it  might  just  as  well  be  urged 
in  reference  to  the  majority  whoci>uM  use  the  power  to  crush  debate.— 
The  fact  was.  that  if  the  iirgumfnt  he  good  for  :my  thing,  it  wa5  good 
against  tiie  rule,  and  much  heiter  than  in  favor  of  it.  It  was  only  right 
that  the  minority  in  all  deliberative  bodies  should  be  allowed  to  express 
tlieir  sentiments  at  length,  and  it  was  a  maxim  that  those  who  have  the 
power  may  feel  an  inclination  to  abuse  it,  for  it  begets  in  itself  a  spirit 
somewhat  wanton,  unjust,  and  oppn'ssive.  Men  may  feel  power,  and 
forget  right.  And  that  was  one  reason  why  greater  latitude  of  debate  was 
allowed  in  committee  of  the  whole.  A  gentleman  in  the  courf>e  of  the 
present  debate  had  observed  that  if  the  minority  were  disposed  to  pro- 
crastinate the  business,  that  it  was  the  right  of  the  majority  to  call  for  the 
previous  question.  Now,  he  (Mr.  F.)  would  ask  if  it  was  fair  to  aasume 
that  they  would  do  so?  Was  it  not  equally  fair  to  suppose  that  the  mar 
jorily  would  use  their  power  for  the   purpose  of  sliding  debate.     The 

{entleman  from  MifHin  (Mr.  Banks)  had  remarked  that  no  one  in  this 
ody  would  crush  debate.  Let  every  ^ntleman  here  personally  speak 
for  himself.  With  regard  to  himself,  lie  would  frankly  say  that  he  had 
BO  apptehensions  as  to  the  operation  of  the  rule.    But,  he  would  inquixe 


PENNSYLVANU  CONVENTION,  1837.  40f 

what  extraordinary  necessity  there  was  for  the  previous  question  in  a 
body  of  this  character  ?  For  himself,  he  could  not  see  any  thing  here 
which  called  for  so  extraordinary  a  remedy.  No  case,  in  his  opinion,  had 
yet  occured,  which  called  for  it.  The  minority,  it  was  true,  had  a  right 
to  be  heard :  but,  he  did  not  believe  that  any  question  would  arise  where 
the  line  of  party  would  be  distinctly  drawn.  No,  not  onr,  and  iherclbre  he 
saw  no  use  in  the  rule.  It  mij^ht  happen  that  on  a  pcMuling  subject — {)nc 
man,  after  little  consideration,  would  be  saiisfied  and  ready  to  vote — whilst 
another's  mind  was  not  made  up.  One  or  more  jj^enilf^mon  mi«jht  come 
here  ready  to  vote,  without  hearinnfnny  discussion,  and  should  tliere  happen 
to  be  a  majority  in  favor  of  taking  the  question,  the  min  rily  would  be 
cutoff  by  springing  the  previous  question.  It  was  iti  accordance  with  ihe 
spirit  and  character  of  our  institutions  that  tin  re  should  be  freejdiscussion, 
even  although  the  party  desiiing  more  discussion,  might  be  tu  the  wrong. 
Could  it  be  supposed  that  the  minority  would  indulj^c^  the  hope  of  defeat- 
ing a  question,  simply  by  procrastinating  the  decision  ?  He  could  not 
assume  it  before  hand.  He  was,  for  that  reason,  oppisod  to  calling  the 
previous  question.  Why,  if  it  was  intended  to  cut  off  all  debate,  it  would 
be  belter  to  say  that  we  would  deci  !e  without  discussion.  There  was  no 
danger,  he  apprehended,  of  a  tedious  waste  of  time  Iicrc.  He  regarded 
the  calling  of  the  previous  question  in  committee  of  the  whole  as  a  breach 
of  the  freedom  of  discussion. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  trusted  thnt  the  resolution   would   not  be  re- 
•einded.     He  wns  sorry    to  differ  on  this   occasion,  from  tlie  g(  ndeman 
from    Allegheny,  for  whom  he   enlertiin- d  the  higiicst  respect,  but  duty 
compelled  him  to   view  the  matter   in  a  different  light.     The  rule  was 
adopted  to  serve  some  purpose,  and  he  ihoui^hi  ih:it  every  gondennn  knew 
what  that  was.     It  was  not.  then,  adopted  in  order  to  cutoff  useful  dt-baic, 
%ud  which  might  have  a  tendency  to  brini;  the  body  to  a  proper  and  correct 
der.iflion.  The  real  objeciof  it  was  to  arrest  useless  discussion  upon  questions 
^hich  hail  already  been  fully  examined  and  argued.     An  instance  of  that 
kind  in  regard  to  the  fourth  article  of  the  Coustiiutiou,  which  was  debated 
for  ten  or  twelve  days,  and  aim  >st  every  me;iibcr  nude  speeches  on  sub- 
jects concerning  which  there  wns  no  diff'cr  ucc  of  opi.iion.     There  was 
Iio  getting  the  speaker  off*  the  ffoor  until  the  hour  of  adjournn^ent  arrived. 
'I'he  gentleman  (Mr.  Forward)  hnd  said  that  the  mijjrity  would  call  the 
previous  question,  and  cons;*quently  deprive  th?  niluoriiy  of  an  opportu- 
nity of  discussion.     Now,  he  (Mr.  Fuller)  would  say  that  if  that  was  to 
be  the  course  which  the  majority  would  pursue,  then  there  wcuild  bo  some 
plausibility  in  the  objection  to  the  calling  of  the  prcnious  question.     But 
had  that  been  done  already  ?     He  thought  not.     The   pri^'ious  question 
had  not  been  called  until  the  subject  then  under   consideration,  had   been 
fu'.ly  discussed.     Could  the  previous  quec>tio:i  be  called  unless  there  was  a 
majority  to  sustiin  the  call  ?     Decidedly   nor.     And,  he  did  not  believe 
thai  ihe  minority  would  say  that  the  m.ijorily  had  acted  illi.)erally.    Wlien 
tlie   previous  question  was  called  the  other  day  and  sustaiuiMl,  but  few 
rentlemen  complained.     He  appiehended  that  the  question  which  had  been 
discussed  near  a   week  had  given  every  gendemau   an  opporttiniiy  of  de- 
bvering  his  sentiments  on  it.     Some  gentleman   had  even  spoken  three 
times.     In  his  opinion  there  was  a  waste  of  time,  for  many  things  which 
were  then  said  was  a  mere  reiteration  of  what  bad  been  previously  ex- 
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pressed.  On  the  call  for  the  previous  question  the  ayes  and  noes  wera 
not  even  demanded,  which  showed  conclusively  that  the  committee  were 
ready  for  the  question  and  desired  no  more  debate.  He  tnisted  thai  th* 
rule  would  not  be  rescinded. 

Mr.  CrMMix,  of  Juniata,  said  that  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  saying 
that  he  would  oppose  the  resolution.  It  was  an  established  maxim  in 
criminal  law,  that  the  confcssinn  of  tlie  culprit  was  the  best  evidence  of 
his  ^lilt;  and  he  was  happy  to  find  that  there  were  so  many  gentlemen 
in  this  Hall,  Vvho  would  support  his  assertion.  According  to  that  rule, 
the  gentleman  from  Fmnklin  (Mr.  DrxLOP)  was,  he  said,  hisown  accuser. 
He  had  brou.rjht  forward  evidence  against  himself.  The  gentleman  waa 
certainly  the  last  man  on  this  floor  who  should  have  brought  up  that  record 
of  the  number  of  speeches,  for  he  was  not  behind  any  one  in  the  list.— 
He  should  think  the  gentleman  had  made  one  hundred  and  seventy 
speeches,  or  thereabouts,  for  his  share ;  and  his  speeches  were  alwayi 
learned,  often  very  humorous,  and  sometimes  satirical;  but  very  seldom 
had  much  relation  to  the  question  before  the  Convention.  The  gentle- 
man's remarks  were  often  dressed  in  a  garb  of  good  humor,  which  was 
pic  .sing  even  to  those  against  whom  they  were  directed  :  at  other  times 
he  was  very  severe,  imd,  without  doubt,  he  wr-s  more  frequently  out  of 
order  than  any  member  here.  He  was  always  happy  to  hear  the  gentle- 
man speik  when  he  was  in  a  jrood  humor;  but,  if  his  argument  and 
ariihnieti'j  were  s[ood,  there  would  be  no  limit  to  the  number  of  speeches, 
and  our  la'urs  would  never  be  brouirlitto  a  close.  He  thought,  therefore* 
that  if  there  was  any  use  at  all  in  the  previous  question,  it  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied for  the  purpose  of  arresting  thi6  flood  of  speeches.  The  gentleman 
from  Franklin,  and  some  other  members  of  the  Convention,  were  in  the 
habit  of  making  speeches,  and  offering  amendments  and  resolutions,  that 
were  only  intended  to  waste  lime,  and  defeat  the  objects  which  we  had 
been  sent  here  to  eflect.  Let  the  gentleman  curtail  his  own  speeches 
before  he  undertakes  to  lecture  other  gentlemen,  and  set  an  example 
worihy  (.f  imitation  in  rftference  to  despatch  of  business. 

Mr.  ]\Iann',  of  Montgomeiy,  observed  that  it  was  right  in  itself  to  re- 
•tram  the  previous  question  in  the  committee  of  the  whole.  If,  howeveri 
the  genilrman  from  Philadelphia  had  moved  that  it  should  require  a  ma- 
jority to  avoid  it,  ho  prc?nmed  there  would  have  been  no  objection  to  that. 
As  the  sui)j;'ct  had  been  debated  an  liour  and  a  half,  he  would  demand  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  having  been  seconded, 

Mr.  Mkrrill  asked  for  the  veas  and  nays,  and 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  and  decided 
in  the  negative. 

Ye  At. — Mcssri.  Agnew,  Ayrcs,  Baldwin,  Bamdollar,  Bamits,  Biddle,  Browiiy  cf 
Ltncaiter,  Carey,  ChtLinbcra,  Chandler,  of  Cheater,  Ohauncey,  Clarke,  of  Biuiffr, 
Clark,  ot'  Djuphin,  Contes.  Cochran,  Cope,  Cox,  Craig,  Cunningham,  Darlington, 
Denny,  Dickey,  Donnell,  Dunlop  Forward,  Henderaon,  of  Allehgeny,  Hendenon,  of 
Dauphin,  Hopkinson,  Houpt,  Jenka.  Long,  Maclay,  M'Dowell,  M'Sberry,  Meredith, 
Merrill,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lsncat^ter,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Heigart,  Royer,  RoaaiQ, 
Faeger,  Scott,  Sill,  Sterigcre,  Stevens,  Tlioniaa,  Todd,  Weidman,  Whito,  TonBf, 
Sergeant,  Pretident — 63. 

Natb. — Meaari.  Banka,  Bayne,  Bell,  Bigelow,  Bonhara,  Brown,  of  NorthamptaSy 
Brown,  of  Phildelphb,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Crain,  Crum,  Cununin,  CurU*  Dainh» 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1837.  411 

Diekenon,  Dillinger,  Dona?an,  Dorati,  E^rle,  Farrelly,  Fleming.  Foulkrod.  Fry, 
Fallsr,  G«nibl«,  Oearhart,  Oilmore,  Grcnell,  Haningpt,  Hayhur^t,  HelfTennein,  Hieater, 
Hyde.  Ketm,  Kflnnedr,  Kerr,  Koni^macher,  Kr^b^,  Lvons,  Mages,  Mmn,  Mania, 
M'Call,  Msrkel,  Miller.  Montgomery,  Myen.  Overfield,  Purvlance.  Real,  Riter,  Ritter, 
Rogers,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Serrill,  ScUeetz,  Shcllito,  Smith,  Smyth,  Su:;kel,  Swetland, 
Tag^art,  Woodward— 64. 

SIXTH   ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole,  (Mr. 
Chahbers  in  the  Chair,)  on  the  report  of  the  committee  to  whom  wm 
refered  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Suiqut- 
banna, 

Mr.  Earli  resumed  his  remarks  :  He  said  that  when  the  committer 
lose,  he  was  expressing  his  dissent  from  the  principle  of  democracy,  con- 
tended for  by  the  gentleman  from  Nortliampton,  (Mr.  Porter,)  the 
gentleman  from  Luzerne,  (Mr.  Woodward,)  and  others.  He  entertained 
the  highest  respect  for  their  learning  and  legal  talents  ;  but,  nevertheless, 
he  felt  himself  compelled  to  differ  from  them.  He  had  ohservpd,  that 
men,  who  were  very  distinguished  in  the  profession  of  the  law,  had  not 
become  so  eminent  as  statesmen,  as  for  their  learning  in  the  lecfal  science. 
Mr.  Jefferson  was  not  considered  a  great  lawyer,  though  )ie  was  very 
distinguished  as  a  statesman.  It  might  be  laid  down,  as  a  general  rule, 
that  men  who  acquired  celebrity  at  ihe  bar,  very  seldom  became  great 
ctateamen,  because,  exclusive  attention  to  business  prevented  much  atten- 
tion to  politics.  He  thought,  that  he  should  bo  able  to  shew  better 
aothority  for  «vhat  he  said,  than  the  learned  gentlemen  themselves.  The 
question  had  been  made,  one  of  democracy  or  aristocracy.  What,  he 
would  enquire,  was  democracy  ?  It  was  the  Government  of  the  people. 
It  became  necessary  to  compare  it  with  aristocracies  and  monarchies,  for 
the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  it  does  carry  out  those  objects  which 
it  was  intended  they  should,  and  which  they  do  not.  The  sovereignty  of 
the  people  was  established  in  order  to  promote  the  equality  and  happiness 
of  the  people  at  large.  Before  establishing  any  insiitution,  it  was  proper 
to  examine  the  principle  upon  which  you  purposed  doing  so,  with  a  view 
of  seeing  whether  it  carries  out  your  intentions — whether  its  tr^udency  is 
to  promote  the  equality  of  the  people,  and  not  only  that,  hut  whether  it 
tends  to  preserve  democratic  principles,  or  to  overthrow  them.  What- 
efer  was  antagonist  to  the  equality  of  the  people  in  rights  and  condition, 
was  anti-democratic ;  and  whatever  had  even  a  remote  tendency  to  pro- 
duce ineqality,  was  hostile  to,  and  subversive  of,  the  principles  of  democ- 
racy. Gentlemen,  said,  we  must  be  governed  by  the  niles  of  private  Hie 
in  appointments  to  office ;  but  they  commenced  their  sy&tem  of  appoint- 
ment by  departing  from  the  rules  of  privace  life.  Do  we  employ  a  jour- 
neyman, «r  a  mechanic,  or  laborer,  for  a  long  term  of  years  ?  No  man 
in  this  Convention,  or  in  the  Stat»\  would  do  it.  We  began  by  disregard- 
ing the  rules  of  private  life.  The  principle  which  applied  to  public 
offices,  did  not  apply  to  the  transiclions  of  private  life.  Great  emolu- 
ments being  attached  to  these  offices,  created  a  thirst  for  office.  The 
office-holders  received  more  money  than  men  could  make  hy  their  private 
avocations.  Here,  then,  was  a  wide  departure  from  the  lulf:  ol>served  in 
private  life.    The  rule  of  private  life  was  to  obtain  the  best  service  at  tho 
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lowest  rjite,  whereas  these  gentlemen  were  in  favor  of  giving  tuch  a  com* 
p?n8ation  lo  officers  as  exceeds  what  tliey  can  make  in  private  life.  If 
grntlemcn,  would  carry  out  their  principle  of  action  according  to  th« 
practice  of  private  lif(%  he  wouM  follow  them.  If  an  officer  was  to  be 
c  intinucd  durinij  jr^od  hchaviour,  as  some  ^enilemcn  contended,  this 
w  IS  ihe  principle  of  lifo-office — the  usn;Tp  adcpted  in  England,  where  the 
p  ihlic  are  not  so  well  served  by  their  officers,  as  they  are  here,  where 
they  arc  appointcl  for  short  terms.  But  liiey  were  consistent.  They 
acton  certain  principles,  and  carry  them  through. 

l_What  is  the  re:^son  that  we  place  any  limitation  at  all  upon  the  terra  of 
office?  He  would  ask  for  reasons  why  we  should  ever  turn  a  good  man 
out  of  rffice  ?  Was  it  because  the  officer  has  accumulated  wealth,  and 
had  arrived  at  a  period  of  life,  when  retirement  and  repose  had  beciime 
necessary  ?  Not  at  all.  The  reason  was,  that  lon^  continuance  in  office 
nniits  a  man  for  the  dischr.rije  of  its  duties,  by  rendering  him  arbitrary  and 
aristocriMic,  and  tends  to  beget,  first  life  <  ffi  'c,  and  then  hereditary  office, 
which  led  lo  the  destruction  of  (v^^i*  govcriiment.  This  was  t'le  re:i8on 
why  the  principle  of  rolMtion  in  officr*  iiail  been  adopted  by  republicans; 
and  the  inomi  lit  it  w:w?  abandonrd,  life  ofnce  must  follow^  It  mi^ht  be 
ur<rcd,  t' ouijh.  vs  he  thought,  wiih'iut  much  force — thaTtTTc  office  of  Gov- 
ernor r.nl  of  President  ou^rjit  to  he  left  without  limitation,  because,  in  casea 
of  great  public  emerpfcnry,  it  might  be  expedient  and  necessary  to  continue 
in  office,  some  incumbent,  beyond  the  limited  term,  on  acmunt  of  his  pe- 
culiar fitness  for  the  crisis.  Hut  in  a  small  county  clerkship,  which  rould 
he  just  as  well  filled  by  any  one,  of  five  hundred  men  in  the  county,  aa 
the  incumbent  himself,  it  was  preposterous  to  say,  that  the  public  neees- 
sities  required  the  retention  of  an  ofiiccr.  It  was  absurd  to  say,  that  ihe 
public  service  required  an  unlimited  tenure  for  offices,  which  any  mer- 
chant's cleik  could,  in  three  days'  limc,  be  prepared  to  fill,  as  well  as  your 
oldest  ofnceri*,  for  the  easy  and  simple  duties,  of  which  no  previous 
study,  and  no  irpeiu  IcuitMUi;.  or  experience,  ere  required— and  for  thedis- 
charjre.  of  wbirli  the  nfiicer  jrenernlly,  is  just  about  as  well  fit,  on  the  (irst 
day  of  his  serv'ce.  as  on  ilie  l::st.  'J'hen,  tiiere  was  no  reason  to  be  found*  in 
tSe  nature  of  the  terviee,  wiiich  would  render  an  exception  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  rol:iti;>n  in  olftfe.  ::pplicable  to  these  rlcrks,  rej/inters,  ^.  Under 
the  present  system,  whirh  !:r(r/.lcmcn  tell  us  has  worked  so  well,  there 
had  been  very  penenil,  rmd  rrr'quent  chas^jres,  of  all  these  officers.  Every 
one  of  the  last  four  (»oveniors,  upon  coming  into  office,  made  a  general 
sweep— ^urnin^  out  the  incumbents,  to  replace  them  with  his  own  party 
fricnds/For  what  reason,  sir,  should  a  man  be  continued  in  office  !  The 
public  beiielit  does  not  require  it.  Should  he  then,  be  continued, 
for  his  own  benefit?  Upon  the  gnmnd  of  exclusive  merit?  Were 
the  incumbents  tl:e  only  meritorious,  and  well  qualified  men,  in  the  com- 
munity, lliat  they  should  enjoy  a  m()nf)poly  of  these  oltices  ?  In  a  com- 
nmnity  so  generallv  enligliuncd,  and  virtuous,  it  was  folly  to  set  any  such 
pictures,  in  behalf  of  any  set  of  ofn re-holders.  There  might,  indeed, 
come  some  cases  of  individual  misfur;une,  or  hardship,  which  would 
induce  a  \vis?b,  on  the  part  of  a  sympatliizing  community,  to  continue  in 
office,  a  particular  individual,  beyon^l  a  lixed  term,  for  his  own  benefit,  or 
that  of  his  family  ;  but  this  was  not  a  frequent  occurrence ;  in  ninety-nine 
cases  out  of  a  hundreda  it  would  not  happen,  that  there  would  be  any  in- 
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•tances,  to  which  such  considerations  would  apply ;  but  when  the  case  did 
occur,  how  easy  it  would  be,  for  the  public  to  elect  this  ofHcer  to  some  other 
situation  in  their  gift.  No  different  rule  would  therefore  be  necessary  for  such 
cases.  It  was  necessary  to  establish  a  general  and  fixed  rule,  in  order  to  se- 
cure the  application  of  the  principle  of  rotation  in  office^  We  know  that  it 
would  be  difficult  to  carry  it  into  effect  without  a  fiffeffand  uniform  rule. 
Those  who  receive  the  public  money  will  combine  and  employ  their  ofB- 
eial  influence  and  emoluments  to  secuie  their  situations,  and  to  defeat  th« 
will  of  the  people.  That  public  officers  did  exert  an  improper  influence  in 
elections,  for  their  own  advantage,  there  was  not  the  least  doubt ;  and  thehr 
combined  influence  it  was  difficult  for  the  people  to  oppose.  Suppose  W9 
allow  a  Prothonotary  to  be  eligible  for  three  terms  of  three  years  each,  in* 
stead  of  two  terms.  If  one  man  is  elected  and  holds  the  office  for  three 
terms,  will  not  his  successor  expect  to  hold  it  for  three  terms  also.  Sop* 
pose  this  man  come  to  me  for  my  vote  foi  his  tiiird  term,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  proper  that  he  should  again  fill  the  office.  I  say  that  it  is  contrary 
to  correct  principles  for  a  man  to  be  continued  so  long  in  office.  But  to 
this  he  can  reply  that  his  predecessor  held  the  office  for  nine  years,  with 
ray  assent.  If  (hen  say  that  I  do  not  think  him  as  well  qualified  or  as  wnr- 
thy  as  his  piedeccssor,  I  must  encounter  his  enmity  for  life.  In  this  way, 
many  perstms  may  be  compelled  to  support  an  oflicer  for  re-election  even 
contrary  to  their  inclination.  The  only  way  to  secure  a  quiet  and  easy  appli« 
eation  of  the  principle  was  to  establish  a  rule  making  the  officer  ineligible 
afW  a  fixed  term.  Without  a  rule  of  this  kind,  the  officers,  who  are  al- 
ways on  the  alert  and  bound  together  by  a  common  tie  of  interest,  will 
combine  to  ensure  their  re-election.  They  get  up  a  convention,  the  dele- 
gates to  which  are  selected,  and  pledged  in  the  dark,  and,  when  they  meet, 
they  of  course  nominate  and  lec  mimend  to  the  support  of  the  people,  those 
officers  whose  creatures  they  are.  The  puople  do  not  know  the  contri- 
vance, and  they  are  easily  entnpped  by  it.  The  office-holders  are  leagued, 
active,  and  organized,  and  have  p  ssession  of  all  the  avenues  to  public 
opinion,  and  of  all  the  niHcliinery  of  ihcir  party.  But  by  making  the  rule 
invariable,  we  can  dcfent  this  party  organization,  and  prevent  an  official 
monopoly  and  aristocracy.  In  the  republic  of  Geneva,  the  8:ime  men  were 
10  often  re-elected  to  offii-e,  that  the  government  degr^nerated  into  an  aris- 
tocracy of  life  office.  Tlie  people  found  it  more  convenient  to  continue 
them  for  life  and  save  the  trouble  of  re-election.  The  next  step  was  that 
these  life  officers,  voted,  that  they  had  power,  for  the  public  benefit,  to  elect 
their  own  successors.  Of  course  each  parent  thought  his  own  childrer, 
best  qualified  for  the  succession,  and  chose  them  accordingly;  and  thus  the  gt- 
vemment  became  an  hereditary  aristocracy.  Washington,  Jeffebsok* 
Frankutn  and  Jackson — men  of  great  minds  and  the  most  devoted  patriot- 
ism— as  all  will  agree,  whatever  may  be  the  difference  of  opinion  concern- 
ing their  policy,  had  given  their  opinions  most  di.stinctly  in  favor  of  short 
terms  of  office.  In  the  (Constitution  of  1776,  which  was  drawn  up  by 
Franklin  and  approved  by  the  patriots  of  the  revolution,  this  principle  whs 
established  and  carried  out.  The  elegibility  of  the  memhers  of  the  Su- 
preme Executive  Councils,  was  then  limited  :  and  the  Constititution  gives 
this  reason  for  it :  **  By  thi;}  mode  of  election  and  continual  rotation,  by  ite 
powers,  more  men  will  be  trained  to  public  business ;  there  will  in  eveiy 
subsequent  year  be  found  in  the  council  a  number  of  persona  acquainted 
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with  the  proceedings  of  the  foregoing  years,  whereby  the  businete  will 
bemore  consistently  conducted,  and  the  danger  of  establishing  an  in- 
convenient aristocracy  will  be  effeciually  prevented".  Many  other 
officers  besides  the  councillors  were  also  limited  and  for  this  reason : 
General  Washington,  having  been  twice  elected  to  the  highest  office  in 
the  gift  of  a  free  and  grateful  people,  set  the  example  of  retiring  at  the  end 
of  the  second  term,  though,  there  was  no  limitation  fixed  by  the  Constitq- 
tion,  to  the  eligibility  of  the  President.  Mr.  Jefferson  in  his  answer  to 
a  committee  of  his  fellow  citizens,  asking  him  to  consent  to  serve  in  the 
office  of  President,  for  a  third  term,  insists  upon  the  policy  and  necessity 
of  short  terms  of  office,  in  a  republican  Government;  confirms  the  evi- 
dence of  history,  as  to  the  tendency  of  free  Governments,  to  degenerate  into 
airstocracy  through  the  influence  of  life  tenures ;  and  declares  that,  in 
laying  down  his  charge,  he  is  influenced  by  a  repugnance  to  doing  any 
thing,  which  would  tend  to  impair  the  vital  principle  of  short  terms  and 
frequent  elections.  General  Jackson  recommended  an  alteration  of  the 
Constitution,  with  a  view  to  limit  the  eligibility  of  the  President  to  one 
term,  lie  said  that  the  public  interest,  generally,  suffered  more  injury, 
from  the  long  continuance  of  power  in  the  same  hands,  than  it  was  bene- 
fited by  the  experience  of  the  individual.  An  officer,  as  experience 
proves,  grows  worse  instead  of  better,  by  long  continuance  in  office. 
The  principles  which  he  had  refered  to,  as  having  been  established,  and 
supported,  by  the  great  founders  of  our  free  institutions,  were  the  princi- 
ples of  republicanism,  and  he  asked  if  they  were  not  still  the  doctrines  of 
Pennsylvania  ?  Were  these  not  the  doctrines  of  the  gentleman  from 
Union,  who  had  expressed  his  hope,  that  he  should  hear  no  more  of  the 
cry  for  **  two  terms",  after  it  had  served  the  purposes  of  the  party  who 
had  raised  it?  Was  not  the  cry  raised  by  the  gentleman's  own  political 
friends,  and  by  the  newspapers  in  their  interest?  Did  not  the  gentle- 
man's friends  announce  themselves  the  friends  of  reform,  and  advocate  the 
principle  of  short  terms  ?  And  did  they  not  to  this  doctrine  owe  thon- 
•ands  of  the  votes  which  they  carried  with  them. 

Mr.  Merrill  explained :  I  did  not  say,  that  I  wished  to  hear  no  more 
of  the  cry  for  short  terms.  I  said  that  I  had  not  expected  to  hear  any 
thing  more  of  it  afler  the  election. 

Mr.  Eari.e  resumed  :  The  people  were  sincere  in  supporting  that  prin- 
ciple, whatever  might  have  been  the  case  with  their  party  leaders.  It 
was  still  a  favorite  principle  with  the  people,  and  no  party  will  stand  in 
opposition  to  it.  The  object  of  the  Constitution,  in  limiting  the  eligibility 
of  the  Governor,  was  to  carry  into  effect  the  principle  of  rotation.  It  was 
expected  that  every  new  Governor  would  change  all  the  officers  under 
him.  The  people  changed  their  Governor  in  expectation  of  such  a 
general  change.  The  old  Constitution  established  the  principle  of  rota- 
tion in  othcc,  and  the  people  did  not  wish  to  see  it  changed.  They 
limited  the  Govemoi*s  eligibility,  and  in  changing  that  officer,  they 
looked  more  to  the  removal  of  the  subordinate  than  of  the  principal 
offirer.  Power  and  wealth  corrupted  the  Supreme  Court ;  all  history 
was  full  of  warnings  against  the  perpetuation  of  power  in  the  same  hands. 
He  believed,  when  he  first  assumed  the  power  of  the  Government,  he  was 
a  pure]  patriot ;  but  he  soon  abandoned  his  principles,  and  his  friends 
abandoxied  him.    So  it  was  with  Bolivar:  he  abandoned  the  princpha 
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upon  which  he  came  into  power,  and  the  people  got  rid  of  him,  as  well  as 
they  could.  In  Rome,  the  Consulship  was  originally  limited  to  a  short 
tenn»  but  after  the  limitation  was  broken  down  by  Cjesar,  despotism 
followed.  It  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  continue  even  a  good  man  in 
office  too  long,  because  it  had  the  effect  to  corrupt  his  principles.  It  was 
said  by  the  gentleman  from  Union,  that  all  men  were  spoilt  by  holding  an 
office,  and  were  never  fit  for  any  thing  else.  Why?  Because  they 
go  into  it,  without  any  limitation,  and  in  the  expectation  of  holding  it,  for 
along  lime.  They  spend  their  time,  and  their  money,  therefore,  in 
intriguing  fur  a  re-election.  But,  if  the  term  had  a  certain  limit,  they 
would  conduct  themselves  accordingly,  and  by  practising  industry  and 
economy,  they  would  be  able  to  render  themselves  comfortable  and  inde- 
pendent. They  would  keep  in  view  some  employment  for  after  years, 
and  bring  up  their  children  to  habits  of  industry.  Such  a  system  would 
encourage  purity  of  manners,  and  those  habits  and  principles  which  will 
perpetuate  our  own  free  institutions. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said,  I  know  no  power  that  has  authori- 
zed any  man  to  assume  to  himself  the  right  to  dictate  to  the  members  of 
this  Convention  to  what  parly  they  shall  belong.     I  would  recognize  no 
man   as  dictator  to   the   democratic  party  ;  but  if  one  must  needs  be  ap- 
pointed, it  should  he  one  of  known  and  established  character — of  staid 
and  correct  principles  and  conduct.     For  such  a  station,  the  delegate  from 
the  county  would  he  the  last  to  be  chosen,  and  the  least  qualified  to  fill  it. 
Sir,  is  it  to  be  tolerated  that  delegates  born  on  your  soil — Pennsylvanians 
"by   birth,   by  principle,  and  by   education — men   who  have  spent   their 
ivhole  lives  among  you,  are  to  be  dictated  to  by   adventurers  from   the 
east,  little  known  there,  and  as  little  known  or  respected  here  ?     Are  men 
who  were  democrats  before  these  new-fiL*dged  politicians  had  left  New 
England  (to  come  here,  and  accommodate  themselves  to  which  ever  side 
would  best  suit  their  interest,  and  change  with  every  tide)  to  be  dictated 
to  by  such  persons  as  these?     Sir,  I  feel  as  a  Penasylvanian,  indignant  at 
such  presumption  and  impudence.     Are  men  who  have  not  been  here  lonff 
enough,  if  any  length  of  time  could   give  them  capacity,  to  comprehena 
our  habits,  manners,  feelings,  and  institutions,  to  dictate  new  and  vision- 
ary theories,  the  crude  and  shapeless  chimeras  of  their  own  wild  brains, 
to  Pennsylvanians,  and  to  denounce  the  staid  and  sober  sided  democracy 
of  this  Stale,  if  they  will  not  yield  to  them?     Sir,  there  are  some  men 
afflicted  with   monomania,  whose  minds  are  diseased  and  their  intellects 
impaired  on   some  one  subject;  and  I  would  ask  if  there  are  not  some 
such  on   this  subject  of  Constitution  making  ?     We   have  to-day  had 
another  political  homily,  and   have  been  told  that  we  had  better  study 
history,  and  that  too  by  one  who  does  not  know  the  history  of  our  State 
for  fifteen  years  past.     These  homilies  commenced  about  the  first  day  of 
our  meeting,  and  we  have  had  them  over,  and  over,  and  over  again,  almost 
daily,  ever  since,  with  scarcely  a  variation.     It  has  been  **  the  poor  and  the 
rich*'—**  the  rich  and  the  poor" — **  a  democracy  is  a  democracy"—"  the 
people",  **  the  people",  **  the  people",  with  scarcely  words  enough  be- 
tween, to  connect  them  together.     I  am  tired  of  this  unceasing  and  nausea- 
ting repetition.     If  we  are  to  have  nothing  but  Paddy  Carey  played  to 
OS,  in  the  name  of  goodness  let  us  have  it  sometimes  with  variations. 
Pennsy Wania  is  a  great  State— great  in  resources,  great  in  her  pro* 
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daets— great  in  the  Tirtue,  the  wealth,  the  integrity,  intelligence,  and  the 
talents  of  her  citizens.  Her  institutions  are  upon  a  scale  commensurate 
with  all  this  greatness— and  sliall  it  be  that  when  her  citizens  require  some 
alterations  to  be  made  in  the  fundamental  law  of  the  land,  to  accommodate 
it  to  the  improvements  which  fifty  years*  experience  had  brought  to  light, 
the  venerated  (Constitution  of  the  State  is  to  be  cut  and  carved,  and  tattered 
and  torn  to  ribbons,  and  scattered  to  the  four  winds  of  heaven  to  gratify 
tlie  whim-whams  of  adventurers,  who,  being  nothing  whf re  they  came 
from  and  nothing  where  they  are,  would  reduce  and  degrade  us  and  our 
institutions  to  the  level  of  their  own  capacity,  and  to  the  limited  views  of 
men  whose  ideas  of  Government  are  derived  from  some  five-penny  bit 
State  ?  Sir,  such  are  incapable  of  appreciating  Pennsylvania,  or  prescri* 
bing  correctly  for  her. 

'J'hat  useful  and  necessary  alterations  of  the  Constitution  should  be 
made,  most  of  us  concede.  But  we  have  no  idea  of  uprooting  and  over- 
turning  every  thing,  and  leaving  not  a  vestige  of  our  former  Government 
behind.  And  if  the  necessary  changes  which  the  community  desire  are 
not  accomplished,  it  will  be  because  of  the  violence  and  pertinacity  of 
those  ultra  radicals,  who,  by  their  wildness,  folly  and  extravagance,  have 
alarmed  the  staid  and  sober-minded,  lest  their  agrarian  notions  should  pre- 
vail, and  the  foundations  of  society  be  shaken  to  the  very  centre. 

Sir,  there  is  a  vast  ditfeience  between  the  sober-sided  and  unflinching 
democracy  of  Pennsylvania,  and  the  madness  and  folly  of  agrarianism. 
The  one  is  the  Government  of  the  people,  beautifully  and  successfully 
carried  out  in  practice^ — the  other  is  the  demon  of  anarchy  and  infidelity, 
let  loose  to  jeopard  the  peace,  safety,  and  good  order  of  socii'ty.  And 
infinitely  rather  would  I  vote  with  those  who  cling  fast  to  the  existing 
Constitution,  under  which  we  have  grown  and  prospered,  and  whom  the 
gendeman  calls  the  conservatives,  than  join  in  tearing  to  pieces  and  de- 
stroying every  vestige  of  our  existing  Constitution,  to  carry  out  visionary 
and  impracticable  theories.  Before  I  left  home,  I  received  some  instruc- 
tions from  my  constituents:  Among  the  rest,  a  very  influential  citizen  of 
Easton  inculcated  his  views  by  narrating  a  circumstance  which  hadoccured 
to  l.im  not  long  since.  He  said  he  had  purchased  a  stock  and  tried  it  on. 
He  wore  it  some  time,  and  it  suited  him  reasonably  well ;  but  occasionully 
it  incommoded  him  a  little  about  the  nether  jaw,  and  in  the  spirit  of  reform, 
be  gave  it  to  his  wife  to  razee  it,  so  as  to  make  it  fit  better.  She  took  it  and 
ravelled  it  out,  so  that  she  could  not  put  it  together  again.  Now,  said  he 
to  the  delegate  from  Wayne  and  myself,  *'  do  be  careful,  gentlemen,  in 
mending  the  Ccmstitution,  not  to  ravel  it  out  so  that  you  cannot  put  it 
together  again.'* 

Indeed,  I  have  litde  belief,  that  the  delegate  from  the  county  could 
make  a  Constitution  to  please  himself;  and  I  c.  ncur  in  the  sentiment  ex- 
pressed by  one  of  my  colleagues  to  that  delegate,  that  were  he  to-day  to 
draft  out  an  entire  Constitution  that  he  shuu'd  pronouce  good,  such  is  hia 
unsteadiness  and  desire  of  change,  that  to-moirow  he  would  alter  it  him* 
self. 

If,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  been  indignant  and  excited  on  this  occasion,  I 
trust  I  will  be  excused ;  for  a  rude,  rough,  and  unmannered  attack  has 
been  made  upon  me,  to  which,  as  a  Pennsylvanian^  I  have  no  idea  of 
submiting. 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1837.  417 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  had  heard  with  regret,  the  unnecessary 
charges  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  (iVIr.  Porter)  against 
tho«e  he  called  radicals  and  agrarians — terms  without  meaning  in  the  Con- 
Tention,  but  which  had  been  applied  elsewhere  to  the  whole  party  with 
which  he  (Mr.  P.)  acted.  No  proposition  had  been  made  by  any  one, 
certainly  none  by  his  colleague,  (Mr.  Earle)  that  deserved  lo  be  called 
agrarian.  It  was,  therefore,  he  thought,  injudicious,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
for  any  friend  of  reform  to  censure  or  denounce  other  friends  of  reform, 
because  they  might  not  exactly  agree  with  him.  It  cnild  do  no  good,  but 
would  do  harm.  The  radicals,  he  apprehended,  (if  there  were  any  who 
might  be  so  called,)  would  be  found  much  bettci  reformers  than  tlie  con- 
servatives, and  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  miglit  rest  assured,  if  he 
wanteil  any  refoim,  it  would  be  to  the  former  and  not  to  the  latter  he  must 
look  for  support.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  such  criminations  and  re- 
criminations might  not  be  heard  again. 

Mr.  B.  was  an  advocate  for  short  terms  and  mtntion  in  office;  but  he 
was  not  disposed  to  place  any  Constitutional  restrictions  on  the  action  of 
the  people,  unless  they  required  it.  He  thought  his  colleague  was  disposed 
to  carry  out  a  principle,  good,  if  rightly  applied,  to  an  extent  that  would 
defeat  its  object,  and  render  it  an  evil  instead  of  a  good.  The  principle  of 
ineligii)ility  was  intended  as  a  restriction  on  the  action  of  the  oiHccr,  and 
not  on  that  of  the  people.  It  was  only  for  oflicers  who  had  patronage  that 
it  could  be  used  to  peipMuatethem  in  rlBce.  Such  was  th?  olFicc  of  Go- 
remor.  This  principle  was  applied  to  him,  so  that  he  might  ki:ow  in  ad- 
Tance,  that  no  appointments  he  would  muke  cov^ld  keep  him  in  ofHce 
beyond  a  staled  period ;  he  had,  therefore,  no  m;)rivc  to  look  to  himself, 
bot  was  thus  compelled  to  look  only  to  the  public  good  in  making  his 
appointments  or  bestowing  his  patronage*.  Kotation  in  ofhce  was  rtppli- 
cable  by  this  rule  to  nenrly  all  officers  appointed  by  the  President,  Gover- 
nor, or  any  other  person,  other  than  the  people,  for  the  sai.e  reasons,  t!<at 
they  might  know  in  advance,  tiiat  they  could  not  perpetuate  the  power 
that  appointed  them  by  serving  iiis  purpose  ;  but  that  the  pcrformiince  of 
their  duties  would  alone  recommen-.l  them  to  ihc  peoplt^  for  oflicc  at  r.noth- 
er  day.  This  check  would  cause  th.  m  to  serve  the  people,  instead  of  the 
power  that  appointed  them.  'J'iie  oflice  of  ShcrilT  was  dillerent.  He  had 
large  sums  of  money  in  his  hand,  and  a  mass  of  husine  s  unsettled  at  tho 
expiration  of  his  term  of  oflice,  of  the  exarl  sialo  of  which  th?  people  could 
know  nothing ;  it  was,  therefore,  deemed  proper,  that  be  should  go  out  of 
office  to  close  his  business. 

Mr.  B.  went  on  to  ilhistrate  the  principle  of  rotation,  as  appliraMe  to 
all  officers,  who  could,  by  the  exercise  ot  their  olFicial  influence,  in  a  cor- 
nipi  manner,  strengthen  or  continue  themselves  in  office,  and  showed 
where  the  conservatives,  who  argued  against  tho  ineligihility,  would  des- 
troy a  valuable  principle.  He  ti  en  showed  how  inapplicable  the  princi- 
ples he  laid  down  were  to  the  Clerks  of  courts,  Registers,  &;c.,  who  had 
no  patronage  or  influence,  the  use  or  abuse  of  which  could  be  of  any  ad- 
Tantage  to  them — they  could  in  no  way  gain  friends  or  adherents,  hut  by 
the  faithful  and  approved  discharge  of  their  duty.  He  thought  all  officers 
of  this  description  ought  to  be  lelt  to  the  people,  to  elect  for  one,  two,  or 
three  terms,  as  they  thought  best.  Mr.  B.  here  repudiated  the  idea,  that 
any  officer  should  be  turned  out,  or  kept  in,  for  any  ether  purpose  than 
Toj..  HI.  xd 
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to  rroniotc  the  public  good.  No  officer  should  receive  more  for  hit  ser- 
vices than  was  adequate,  and  he  should  be  kept  in  or  turned  out,  when- 
ever the  people  thought  it  their  interest  to  do  so,  without  regard  to  the 
wants  or  wishes  of  any  one  in  or  out  of  office;  and,  he  thought  his  col- 
leMffiie  was  wrong,  in  supposing  the  democratic  principle  of  rotation  in 
office,  Imd  any  view  to  the  distribution  of  the  benelks  of  offices,  or  was 
intended  to  extend  to  every  office ;  if  it  did,  the  proper  place  for  the  re- 
si  riction  would  be  in  the  Bill  of  Rights.  It  would  then  extend  to  all,  the 
hiffhesi  and  lowest — but  this  he  thought  was  not  chilled  for  by  the  peo- 
ple. They  had  asked  not  to  be  restricted,  but  to  give  them  more  freedom 
of  choirc.  They  h:id  asked  (or  the  election  of  their  officers,  but  had  not 
asked  for  any  dictation.  They  had  not  asked  to  be  bound  ihemaelvetf 
leslihey  might  do  wrong;  but  merely  to  bind  their ffgcii/5, lest  they  might 
do  wrong.  If  the  democratic  principle  did  extend  to  such  offices,  he 
thought  his  colleagfue  ought  to  have  applied  it  to  the  Coroner;  but  he  had 
not  offered  to  restrict  him ;  and  yet  he  (Mr.  Earle)  knew  how  important 
and  lucrative  that  office  was  in  Philadelphia — being  w^orth,  he  believed, 
three  thousand  dollars  a  year ;  and  yet  the  democratic  party,  if  he  was 
rifcrhtly  informed,  had  elected  Mr.  Dennis  twenty  years  in  succession,  to 
fill  it.  He,  therefore,  did  not  think  the  democratic  party  intended  to 
carry  the  principle  of  rotation  in  office,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Earle)  supposed, 
if  it  did,  it  could  easily  carry  lis  wishes  into  effect,  without  any  Constitn- 
tional  provision  on  the  subject;  and  he,  (Mr.  B,)  was  willing  to  trust 
them.  He  agreed  \vith  his  colleague,  (Mr.  Ingersoll)  that  democracy 
meant  **  trust  in  the  people",  and  he  (Mr.  B.)  would  not,  by  any  vote  of 
his,  sanction  the  doctrine  that  they  were  not  to  be  trusted.  He  said,  many 
good  principles  had  been  destroyed  and  abused  by  excess ;  and  illustrated 
his  views  by  allusion  to  the  natural  pass-ions  of  mankind,  which  were, 
he  said,  all  good,  if  regulated  by  reason ;  hut,  if  carried  to  excess,  were 
destruciive  of  the  object  for  which  they  were  intended,  and  became 
a  curse  instead  of  a  blessing.  He  also  stated  that,  for  many  years*  banks 
and  corporations  were  deemed  democratic,  at  least,  they  were  institntfd 
year  after  ycai  by  the  dcmc  cralic  party;  but.  to  such  an  extent  had  they 
been  carried,  that  it  was  now  one  of  the  great  stniggles  of  democracy,  to 
remedy  or  remove  the  evil,  which  the  democratic  party  had  thus  been,  in 
part,  instrumcnld  in  bringing  upon  itself.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  principle 
of  rotation,  which  he  held  as  essential  to  the  pure  administration  of  sU 
Governments,  would  not  be  impaired  in  its  value  by  its  misapplieationw-*- 
He  had  voted  for  it  in  relation  to  Governor  and  Sheriff,  and  would  do  so 
for  all  officers,  whose  office  it  was  necessary  thus  to  restrict,  to  ensure  a 
faithful  performance  of  duty — but  these  restrictions  were  on  the  officer, 
and  he  would  not  vote  for  any  restiiction,  when  no  such  necessity  ezisted* 
as  such  would  be  a  restrictitm  only  on  flic  choice  of  the  people.  When 
the  people  had  made  a  fair  experiment  in  the  election  of  those  ofl- 
cers,  (said  Mr.  B.)  they  could,  if  they  desired  it,  or  found  it  neceemj, 
have  a  Constitutional  provision  of  ineligibility  at  the  end  of  one  temiv  or 
two  terms,  as  they  might  then  think  best ;  but,  he  did  not  tliink  it  was 
required  now,  and  he  should  therefore  vole  against  it. 

Mr.  BcLL  had  hoped,  he  said,  that  we  might  approach  this  question  end 
decide  it,  without  any  leference  to  party  names.  But  the  gendeman,  (BCr. 
Earle)  who  set  himself  up  as  the  censor  of  Our  politics,  had  seen  fit  19 
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to  call  in  qnestion  the  democracy  of  some  of  the  dele^tcs  on  this  floor.-— 
lie  had  directed  rur  attention  to  what  he  was  pleased  to  denounce  as  the 
fiilse  principles  of  some  of  those  delegates  who  profess  to  be  democrats.— - 
The  gentleman  had  repeated,  as  a  trueism,  the  remark  of  an  English  wri- 
ter,  that  a  great  lawyer  is  never  a  great  politician ;  and  he  wished  it  to  be 
infered,  he  presumed,  that  because  he  himself  was  not  a  great  lawyer,  he 
was  a  great  politician.      But,   the   gentleman  might  be  assured  that, 
however  small  he  might  be   as  a  lawyer,  he   was  not  necessarily  a 
very  great  politician.     The  gentleman  had  indulged  in  a  eulopry  on 
the  beauties  of  consistency.     It  was  not  surprising  to  hear  such  re- 
merks  from  him,  as  men  often  admire  that  which  they  most  lack  them- 
ieiree.     He  did  not  wish  to   remind   the   Convention  of  the   sinuosi- 
tiee  of  the  gentleman's  course,  and  it  would  he  a  waste  of  time  to  relate 
ill  the  anecdotes  he  had  heard  of  the  gentleman^s  tergiversations  and  in- 
consistencies.    They  would  serve  well,  however,  to  admonish  the  gen- 
tieman  not  to  set  himself  up  as  a  judge  of  the  principles  of  others,  nnd  a 
eensor  of  democracy.     The  gentleman  had  made  some  ill  naturnd  com- 
ments on  the  course  of  those  with  whom  he  (Mr.  B.)  acted  with.     We 
are  to  be  denounced  as  conservatives,  because  our  notions  of  reform  do 
not  exactly  square  with  those  of  the  gentleman  from  the  county.     He  was 
m  radical,  in  a  certain  sense,  for  he  differed  with   the  gentleman   from 
Northampton,  as  to  the  import  of  radicalism.     He  thought  every  change 
<if  the  Constitution  was  a  radical  change.     The  change  of  one  word  or 
letter  of  the  Constitution  was  a  radical  change.     He  was  no  destructive ; 
iMit  a  calm,  deliberate,  and  he  trusted,  prudent  and  reflecting  radical.— 
Sir,  the  question  before  the  Convention,  is  one  of  deep  importance.     It  is 
lieyond  all  considerations  of  expediency.     It  is  not  a  question,  important 
vicrely,  as  coimected  with  the  prosperity  of  the  State,  nor  as  it  related  to 
the  fitness  or  unfitness  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  to  rho  sc  competent 
officers,  hut  it  is  a  broader  and  deeper  question.     It  lies  nt  the  very  foun- 
dation of  democracy.     As  a  general  rule,  the  people  should  exercise  all 
power  themselves,  and  depute  no  power  to  agents,  when  they  can  conve- 
niently exercise  it  themselves.     The  whole  power  of  the  Siite  was  in 
the  people,  and,  if  practicable,  he  would  wish  to  have  it  exercised  by 
them.     He  wouhl  be  willing  to  see  the  principle  carried  out,  and  to  have 
the  whole  people  of  Pennsylvania  assembled,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
and  executing  their  own  laws.     But  that  was  impossible  in  the  n:aure  of 
things,  and  in  the  nature  of  man.     This  was  not,  therefore,  a  pure,  but  a 
representative  democracy.     But,  why  should  not  the  people  exercise  all 
the  power  that  they  can  exercise  with  convenience.     Why  should  they 
not  choose  all  their  own  public  agents.     Why  should  they  delegate  to 
others,  the  choice  of  their  own  officers  and  agents  ?     To  carry  that  prac- 
tise of  delegating  the  power  of  election  too  far,  would  be,  to  ai)andon  the 
foundation  on  which  a  representative  democracy  stood.     For  the  people 
to  elect  their  own  officers  in  this  Commonwealth,  was-  not  a  new  experi- 
ttient.    They  elected  their  Sheriffis,  and  other  officers,  before  the  revolu- 
tioD.     Are  they  to  be  told  that,  because  they  may  make  some  improper 
appointments,  that  they  are  not  capable  of  exercising  this  power  ?     Why, 
sir,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  their  selections  are  better  than  those  made  by 
die  Goremor,    The  President  had  paid  a  deserved  compliment  to  the 
fiaitoBMDi  who  10  well  fiUed  the  ofiice  of  Secorderi  in  Pbiladel|)biai  «nd 
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who  was  turned  out  to  make  room  for  a  party  favorite.  But  who  turned 
him  O'U  ?  The  people  ?  No  :  they  would  have  kept  him  in,  as  a  good  and 
faithful  ofPcer,  but  the  Governor,  ih^  very  olficer,  in  whose  hands  the  gen* 
tleman  wishes  to  lenve  the  power  of  appointment  and  removal.  Incompo* 
teniolncers  !»nd  freq-ienily  been  :-ippointed  by  the  Governor.  Complaints 
of  thib'  kind  had  been  common  since  the  present  Constitution  was  adopted. 
They  have  selected  them,  not  because  they  were  arrquainted  with  the  du- 
ties of  the  office,  hut  because  they  were  influential  political  partizans,  and 
this  is  the  rule  of  selection ;  and  can  tliere  be  a  more  corrupting  priacipis 
or  practice  ?  There  is  vet  virtue  and  intel  igence  in  the  vast  mass  of  the 
people,  and  he  who  denies  it,  proves  himself  to  be  ignorant  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvanin.  He  must  live  in  a  close  corpoxip 
tion  where  rorriiplion  stalks  abroad,  and  is  easily  seen;  but  in  the  mass  of 
the  people  of  the  coun'ry,  vjOU  find  honesty  and  sjreat  virtue.  Now,  pu^ 
ting  it  upon  this  ground,  th;U  whenever  the  people  can  conveniently  exer> 
CISC  the;  novi-er.  they  oujrhi  to  exercise  it,  he  could  not  distinguish  be- 
tween political  agents,  aiid  n:iiiistorial  rgents.  The  principle  isuniversal*" 
it  extends  to  all,  whatever  may  be  his  title.  The  principle  extends  to  alU 
whether  to  the  Exee.uti\e  officers,  or  tiie  legislative  officers,  or  the  mere 
ministerial  officers  dispensing  ti.e  ordinary  business  of  society.  It  is  uni- 
versal in  its  character,  and  universal  in  principle:  and  until  gentlemen  can 
show  why,  in  any  paiticular  instance,  the  people  ought  not  to  exercise 
this  power — he,  for  one,  would  give  to  them  immediately,  the  exen*iBe  of 
it.  Perhaps  it  was  not  necessary  to  have  gone  thus  far  at  this  time,  OB 
the  introduction  of  this  principle ;  but  it  will,  without  doubt,  be  introduced 
into  the  Constitution,  in  some  form  or  other.  The  President  of  the  Con- 
vention had  thought  proper  to  call  into  notice,  that  it  limited  the  arguments 
of  some,  to  urge  this  matter,  of  citing  tip  the  privilege  of  appointing  all 
these  odleers.  Now,  it  was  well  known  that  the  democratic  party  had 
had  the  dispensing  of  all  this  patronafifc,  for  nearly  the  whole  time  since 
the  adoption  of  the  Constitution  ;  but  he  took  it  to  be  a  settled  prinriple« 
that  that  parly  was  disposed  to  ffivi*  up  that  which  they  have  heretofore 
enjoyed  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  at  ljir£re.  The  democratic  party, 
which  has  almost  universally  enjoyed  the  peculiar  advantages  arising  from 
the  paironan-c  cxerei.scJ  by  i!ie  Executive,  are  willing  now  to  sacrifice  all 
83lfish  considerations  :  and,  we  stand  here  ready  to  relinquish  these  advan- 
tages, which  we  have  heretofore  enjoyed,  because  the  people  have  requi- 
red it  at  our  hands.  In  his  own  countv  he  knew  his  friends  would  be 
losers  by  it,  because  it  was  not  to  be  expected  they  would  be  elected  lo 
th'tse  offices,  when  the  i:.ajority  of  the  county  were  opposed  to  them, 
while  they  would  generally  receive  the  appointments,  if  the  Gevemor  had 
the  making  of  them  ;  therefore  he  ihonirju  he  might  lay  claim  to  the  merit 
of  acting  in  this  ra.Uter,  entirely  disinterestedly,  as  he  was  advoeatiifgli 
principle  which  must  go  to  deprive  himself,  and  hij  friends,  from  xhit  ad> 
vanlajjes  to  fiow  from  Execuiivc  patronajre  in  his  own  eonniy.  He  must 
say,  however,  that  he  was  proud  to  find  himself  surrounded  by  gentle- 
men, who  were  willing,  for  ;he  sake  ot*  principle,  to  make  this  sacrifioe. 
But  to  come  to  the  qut^siion  more  iinmediat^y  before  the  committee.  Al- 
though the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  (Mr.  Read)  acknowledged  thii 
Ufiiversal  principle»  ho  was  for  departing  from  iti    He  put  it  to  liM  emit 
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frademtn  to  say,  whether,  although  he  recognized  this  democratic  princi* 
pie,  he  wa»  not,  by  his  amendment,  widely  departing  from  it.    On  the  one 
liand,  he  says,  the  people  should  exercise  all  power  in  the  election  of  their 
officers ;  and  on  the  other  hand,  he  says,  the  people  shall  not  judge  of  the 
persons  they  shall  appoint  to  fill  these  offices.     This  was  holding  up  the 
word  of  promise  to  the  ear,  while  it  was  breaking  it  to  the  hope.     It  was 
•aying  to  tlie  people,  you  shall  not  elect  those  officers,  who  have  discharged 
their  duties,  faithfully,  and  honestly.     He  could  not  perceive  how  gentle* 
men  could  advocate  two  principles,  so  entirely  at  variance  with  each  other. 
He  could  not  see  how  any  gentleman  could  advocate  the  giving  of  the  elec- 
tion of  these  officers  to  the  people,  and  then  advocate  the  piinciple  of  re* 
•theting  them  in  the  exercise  of  that  light.     He  was  entirely  at  a  loss  to 
underiitand  how  it  was,  that  a  gentleman  of  the  acutencss  of  mind,  and  ex- 
perience, of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  could  advocate  principles 
of  this  kind.     But,  wr  are  told,  because  we  find  a  similar  restriction  in 
tlie  present  Constitution,  in  relation  to  the   Governor,  and  Sheriffs,  that 
we  should  extend  it.     This  was,  in  his  view,  a  false  position.     There 
might  be  some  good  reasons,  why  the  term  of  one  of  these  officers  should 
be  restricted,  but  the  principle  of  restriction  of  the  people,  which  was  in- 
Irodaced  into  the  Constitution  of  1790,  was  founded  on  an  entirely  differ^ 
ent basis.     'J'hat  principle,  was  founded  upon  the  fear  of  the  people;  and 
it  was  introduced,  because,  at  that  day,  there  were  some  doubts  as  to 
whether  the  people  were,  entirely,  capable  of  self-government ;  there  wae 
a  disinclination,  at  any  rate,  to  acknowledge  the  fact.     He  was  of  opinion* 
that  ever}'  circumstance,  attending  the  engrafting  of  these  restrictions  in  the 
Constitution,  showed  that  such  a  belief  was  enteitaineil.     As  to  the  Sher^ 
iff,  there  was  no  reason  why  a  restriction  shoidd  be  placed  on  his  term  of 
service.     Gentlemen   say,  that  he  is  entrusted  with  the  collection  of  large 
sums  of  money,  and,  therefore,  it  was  convenient,  and  ncf:«;s8ary,  that,  at 
the  end  of  his  three  years*  term,  he  should  be  called  to  a  snttlement  of  his 
account.     Why,  there  was  no  necessity  for  this,  because  we  can,  at  all 
times,  call  the  Shenfl*  to  nccount,  jmd  compel  him  to  pay  over  any  money 
in  his  h.'uuis,  or  hold  his  surctie-   liable  for  it.     The  Sheriff  is  the  mere 
eteature  of  the  law,  and  the  courts,  whose  mandates  he  executes.     There 
is  no  reason,  why  this  restriction   should  apply  to  the  Sheriff,  more  than 
to  any  other  officer  of  the  county.  Now,  is  there  any  reason,  why  it  should 
apply  to  the  Governor  ?     There  is  a  good  reason,  and  one  which  does  not 
apply  to  any  other  officer  in  the  Commonwealth.     He  is  an  officer  of  vast 
power,  and  possesses  that  which  gives  to  royalty  all  its  efficiency,  and  with- 
out which,  a  King  would  be  a  mere  Executor  of  the  law.    He  holds  in  hia 
hand,  a  tremenduous  power  of  appointment,  which  he  might  use  to  perpet^ 
nate  himself  in  office.  He  possesses  a  power  which  if  used  (nr  ambitious  pur- 
poses might  inflict  a  lasting  injury  on  the  Commonwealth.  When,  however, 
wc  strip  the  Executive  of  this  inordinate  power  which  he  never  ought  to 
have  exercised,  it  might  become  a  serious  question  how  far  we  ought  to 
place  limitations  even  on  his  term  of  office.  As  there  would  be  left  with  the 
Governor  still  a  good  deal  of  patronage,  there  might,be  a  good  reason, whj' 
hit  term  should  be  restricted  ;  but  with  that  of  the  Sheriff  there  was  no 
reason  at  all.     But  it  is  said  that  unless  you  place  this  restriction  in  the  Con- 
Hitotion  a^  limit  these  officers,  there  is  danger  of  tl^e  people  p^rpetuatiiK 
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purtieular  individaals  in  office.  Well,  if  the  people  choose  to  perpetoila 
tn  officer  in  his  office,  let  them  do  it ;  but  all  the  past  history  of  this 
Ooromon wealth  shows,  that  the  people  are  too  much  in  the  habit  of  nm- 
nine  into  the  other  extremes,  and  of  making  changes  too  frequently.  Oar 
elective  officers  are  generally  changed  eveiy  year  ;  members  of  the 
Leif^slalure  scarcely  get  acquainted  with  the  rules  of  order  in  the  House, 
before  rotation  in  office  places  them  in  the  ranks  of  their  fellow-citiienB, 
■hd  oar  members  of  (/ongress  scarcely  get  warm  in  their  seats  and  com- 
mence establishing  that  acquaintance  with  business  and  influence  which  is 
necessary  to  a  proper  despatch  of  business,  before  rotation  in  office  calls 
them  from  their  high  estate,  and  reduces  them  to  a  level  with  the  mass  of 
their  countrymen.  How  was  it,  that  other  States  exercised  such  vast  in- 
fluence in  the  councils  of  the  nation  ?  It  is  because  they  pursue  a  coarsa 
of  policy  the  very  opposite  to  this.  When  they  find  they  have  an  abla 
and  a  popular  representjitive  they  continue  him  in  his  place,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  the  old  dominion  for  a  long  course  of  years  exercised  soch  a 
commanding  influence  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  There  is  no 
danger  then  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  perpetuating  any  officer,  and 
he  H'peated,  that  the  danger  was  in  her  running  into  the  opposite  extreme. 
If  then  it  he  true  that  the  people  should  immediately  exercise  all  the 
powers  which  can  conveniently  be  given  to  them,  and  they  were  entirely 
capable  of  self  government,  which  he  presumed  no  gentleman  would  at 
this  time  of  day  doui)t,then  he  hoped  there  would  be  found  ladicals  enoajrh« 
or  if  gentlemen  liked  the  term  better,  reformers  enough ,  to  vote  down  thia 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  and  to  give  the  eleeiion 
of  these  officers  to  the  people  without  any  limitation  whatever. 

Mr.  Earle  snid,  nlihough  he  was  thrust  nine  times  through  the  douhlet, 
and  six  through  the  hose,  he  must  make  a  few  remarks,  in  reply  to 
a  few  of  the  chnrgfes  made  ngninst  him.  lie  confessed,  that  he  had  been 
ezceediufsly  unlucky,  in  having  his  best  intentions  met  with  censure.  Ha 
was  pl:<eed  in  this  matter,  in  something  like  the  predicament  of  an  Eastern 
Monarch  he  had  heard  of.  whose  apologies  gave  greater  offence  than  the 
original  insult.  On  yesterday,  he  had  m  de  some  remarks,  in  reply  to 
some  gentlemen  who  had  charged  him  with  being  an  inconsistent  reformer, 
which,  upon  reflection,  he  thought  might  be  considered  too  severe,  and  on 
this  morning,  he  had  apologised  in  the  best  manner  he  could,  and  the  eoih 
sequence  was,  that  the  apology  was  a  efreat  deal  worse  than  the  offisnce. 
The  gentleman  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter)  had,  in  a  moat  violent 
manner,  gone  on  to  point  out  hi?  various  imperfections,  in  consequence  of 
this  offence.  Now,  he  felt  his  want  of  perfection,  very  much,  and  he  did 
ihbt  know  that  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  had  pointed  out  half  hia 
faults,  hut  he  trusted,  he  was  not  guilty  of  one  inconsistency,  which  cer- 
tnin  gentlemen  were  very  subject  to,  that  is,  of  professing  one  set  of  opin- 
iono,  at  the  time  of  nomination  for  office,  and  another  set  of  opinions,  after 
the  election. 

The  Chair  said,  it  became  his  duty,  to  put  a  stop  to  personal  reflex 
tlona,  which  had  been  too  much  indulged  in,  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  Earle  said,  he  found  h  mself  placed  in  a  singular  predicament^  in 
thia  matter.  He  had  heard  a  great  deal  about  old  lawyers,  and  young 
lawyers ;  and  his  situation  reminded  him  of  that  of  a  young  lawyer,  who 
ynimti  at  a  court,  with  an  old  attoipe^i  hy  the  name  of  iouMh  who 
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■bnied  every  person  who  did  not  agree  with  him,  in  matters  and  thinijfs  in 
general.  It  happened  one  day,  that  the  young  attorney,  in  addressing  the 
ctmrU  said  something  that  offended  Mr.  Jones,  when  Mr.  Jones  got  up,  and 
abused  the  young  lawyer,  in  a  most  violent  and  profane  manner.  The 
young  man  rose  to  reply,  when  the  Court  told  him  to  take  care,  or  they 
would  commit  him.  Commit  me !  for  what?  says  the  young  man.  The 
Court  replied,  they  would  commit  him  furmakincr  Mr.  Jones  swear  before 
the  court.  The  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell]  would  punish  him, 
for  making  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  (Mr.  Porter)  make  use  ojf 
▼iolent  language.  As  to  changing  his  opinions,  he  changed  them  as  every 
honest  man  should,  when  he  entertained  erroneous  ones,  and  was  convinced 
of  hiserrot ;  but,  he  would  appeal  to  his  collengue,  to  say,  whether  he  had 
ever  changed  his  opinions  as  to  the  reform  which  ought  to  be  made  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  State.  He  knew  he  was  very  deficient  in  worth,  but 
if  he  could  not  stand  here,  on  his  own  merits,  without  calling  to  his  aid 
the  place  of  his  birth,  then  he  would  he  content  to  fall.  The  doctrine  of 
some  gentlemen  here,  is,  that  their  arguments  must  be  good,  because  they 
were  born  in  Pennsylvania.  They  say,  I  was  born  in  Pennsylvania*- 
er^o-— my  argument  is  good,  or,  *'  I  was  bom  in  Pennsylvania,  where  life 
offices  are  estahlished — ergo — life  offices  are  good".  He  had  heard  much 
■bout  radicals,  and  wild  reformers,  but  he  knew  of  some  gemlemen  who 
were  more  radical  on  the  day  of  their  nomination,  than  ouHuy  oiherocca- 
■ion.     Ho  had  not  said,  that  great  lawyers  were  not  great  politicians. 

The  Chair  said,  he  had  perniiled  gentlemen  to  proceed  thus  far  in  this 
discnssion,  indulging  personalities,  but  it  was  entirely  out  of  order,  and  he 
felt  himself  bound  to  enforce  the  rules  of  ihe  House,  and  not  further  coun- 
tenance it. 

Mr.  Earle  said,  he  would  then  leave  gentlemen  to  appeal  to  their  own 
consciences,  whether  they  had  done  him  justice. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  said  if  great  lawyers  would  not  make  great  politicians,  lit- 
tle lawyers  must  make  great  deal  worse  ones. 

Mr.  Read  said  it  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  detain  the  committee 
long,  after  the  able  arguments  in  support  of  his  proposition  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana,  (Mr.CLARKE)  and  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of 
Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Earle).  He  was  fatis^ued  with  the  subject,  and  some- 
what discouraged,  because  of  the  opposition  to  this  measure  by  many  of 
those  who  profess  republican  principles,  and  seem  to  be  in  favor  of  judi- 
cious reform.  It  will  be  expected  however,  as  he  had  introduced  this 
amendment  that  he  should,  before  the  vote  was  taken,  submit  a  few  re- 
maiks  in  answer  to  such  arguments  as  had  been  advanced  in  opposition  to 
it.  He  would  also  take  this  occasion  to  explain  to  the  genUeraan  who 
seemed  to  censure  him  for  professing  to  know  too  much  about  the  will  of 
the  people.  When  he  spoke  of  the  will  of  the  people  he  always  spoke 
with  this  reservation :  that  it  was  the  will  of  the  people  so  far  as  he  had 
been  made  acquainted  with  it.  We  have  had  no  petitions  or  memorials 
here  to  ascertain  the  will  of  the  people,  and  every  gentleman  had  to  go 
back  to  the  period  previous  to  the  assembling  of  the  Convention  for  what 
he  knew  of  the  will  of  the  people,  and  he  presumed  every  gentleman  who 
noke  of  it  spoke  with  this  reservation.  A  great  portion  of  the  rcraariui  of 
the  President  of  tlie  Convention  did  not  apply  to  the  question  immediately 
psnadiiigt  but  it  applied  to  the  principle  of  electing  these  officciSt  and  so 
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much  of  his  remarks  as  related  to  that  part  of  the  subject  had  been  ably 
•nswered  by  the  ^ntleman  from  ('hester,  (Mr.  Bell).  With  regard  to 
the  two  term  piinciple  he  had  understood  the  President  to  confine  himself 
to  a  single  argument ;  and  that  argument  was  founded  on  a  supposed  analo- 
gy between  a  person  in  the  employ  of  a  private  individual  and  a  public  ser- 
Tant  or  public  officer.  Now  if  the  analofiy  was  a  close  one,  then  he  would 
admit  that  there  would  have  been  some  force  in  it,  but  if  there  be  little  or 
no  analogy  in  the  two  cases,  then  he  apprehended  the  only  argument  the 
President  had  attempted  on  this  part  of  the  question  must  fail.  The  Presi- 
dent had  put  it  to  you,  upon  the  ground  that  it  would  be  improper  to  intro- 
duce a  provision  restrictihg  the  terms  of  office,  because  in  the  appointment 
of  private  servants  no  man  acts  upon  this  principle,  and  he  has  drawn  an 
analogy  between  the  cases  which  he  thinks  is  so  close  as  to  make  the  argu- 
ment conclusive,  or  nearly  so  ;  »t  all  events  he  considers  it  a  good  argu- 
ment against  the  amendment,  but  if  we  can  show  that  there  is  no  analogy 
between  the  two  cases,  then  we  will  have  disposed  of  that  part  of  the  ar- 
gument. What  is  the  difference  between  a  public  officer  and  an  individ- 
ual in  the  employ  of  a  private  citizen.  In  the  case  of  the  private  servant, 
the  master  knows  from  day  to  day,  and  from  hour  to  hour,  what  he  is  do- 
ing, and  how  he  is  proceeding.  He  is  constantly  and  without  intermis- 
sion, under  the  eye  of  his  master,  so  that  he  may  be  removed  at  any  mo-' 
ment  for  the  commission  of  any  fault.  Ndw  was  this  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  the  public  officer,  and  especially  the  officers  we  are  now  speaking 
of?  More  than  nine  tenths  of  those  whose  voice  is  consulted  in  the  remo- 
val, do  not  know,  until  the  termination  of  their  official  life,  precisely,  all 
the  doings,  acts  and  pioceedings  of  these  public  servants.  Here,  then,  is 
a  most  palpable  difference  in  the  two  cases  ;  and  with  regard  to  this  part  of 
the  analogy  it  entirely  fails.  Well,  are  there  any  other  points  in 
which  the  analogy  is  wanting.  Why  the  appointment  and  dismissal 
of  private  servants  is  a  simple  fiat  of  an  individual  mind ;  but  the 
appointment  and  removal  of  a  public  servant  is  a  crmplete  opera- 
tiim  which  requires  the  concentration  of  many  hundred,  or  thousands 
of  opinions.  It  is  therefore  a  much  more  simple  operation  to  remove 
a  private  than  a  public  servant.  Here  then  are  two  particulars,  and 
two  very  important  particulars  in  which  the  analogy  fails  entirely.— 
'J*here  was  a  third  particular,  and  it  was  this  :  That  ever}'  act  of  the 
private  servant  was  known  daily  and  hourly  to  the  pen$on  who  appoin- 
ted him ;  and  that  person  is  directly  and  absolutely  interested  in  that 
act  and  the  effect  it  may  produce.  Now  was  this  so  with  regard  to  your 
Prothonotaries  ?  No  sir,  there  was  no  one  act  of  his  life  in  which  more 
than  the  hundredth  part  of  those  who  appointed  him  would  have  any 
interest  at  all.  Some  few  persons  who  might  have  business  in  his  office 
would  take  notice  how  it  was  performed,  but  the  great  mass  of  the  citizens 
would  have  no  knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  he  performed  the  duties 
of  his  ( ffice.  Then  here  weie  three  very  important  particulars  in  which 
the  analogy  has  failed.  Nine  tenths  of  the  persons  whose  voices  are  con- 
sulted in  the  appointment  of  a  public  servant  have  not  the  most  remote 
interest  in  any  one  act  of  that  servant.  Then  the  analogical  argument  m 
this  case  cannot  be  sustained,  because  in  all  the  important  particulars  in 
which  you  would  compaie  the  tv  o  cases  the  analogy  entirely  fails.  The 
individual  who  employs  a  private  servant,  may,  upon  the  discovery  of  any 
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fkfling  in  him,  dismiss  him  without  consulting  any  body ;  but  the  public 
tervant  may  be  guilty  of  the  greatest  improprieties  in  his  public  life,  and 
perhaps  a  great  majority  of  those  who  appoiiittid  him  would  knnw  nothing 
of  it,  and  here  again  is  a  failure  of  the  analogy.  But  even  in  the  case  of 
worthy  public  servants  it  was  desirable  to  have  a  Constitutional  liinititlDn 
flo  that  he  may  know  exactly  when  his  term  of  service  is  lo  expire.  He 
can  then  go  out  of  office,  having  served  out  his  full  term  without  any  thinor 
which  can  be  construed  into  a  censure  of  hia  conduct,  a'.id  can  have  in  view 
some  other  business  which  he  is  to  pursue,  wheraas  if  he  was  acmdidate 
for  office  again,  he  would  be  in  expectation  of  being  elected,  and  would 
not  look  around  for  any  other  occupation  whereby  he  was  to  make  a  living. 
The  people  desire  this  restriction  upon  the  term  ofservicc,  of  their  officers, 
and  not  without  good  and  sufficient  reasons.  'J'hey  desire  it  so  that  the 
officer  may  go  out  without  feeling  censured  by  the  dismissal.  There  is  a 
reluctance  among  the  people  to  turn  out  an  officer,  because,  if  he  is  turned 
out  when  the  Constitution  would  have  permited  him  to  hold  the  office  fur- 
ther, it  has  the  appearance  of  a  censure  of  his  conduct,  when  no  such 
thing  is  intended.  The  people  then  desire  this  rule  that  their  officers  may 
fto  out  without  any  imputation  of  censure  upon  their  chancier  or  conduct. 
It  would  also  have  a  tendency  to  allay  political  excitements  in  some  measure. 
This  desirable  object  is  to  be  attained  in  this  way.  If  you  have  a  constitiuion- 
al  prohibition,  it  will,  almost,  be  a  mailer  of  cr>vrsc  in  praivjco  thai  the  officer 
who  behaves  himself  well  durinsfthe  first  to;*T.,  wi.i  ha  el'^^ted  to  the  sei'ond 
without  opposition,  so  that  you  will  got  rid  of  thtj  exv'ltornent  at  that  elec!tion. 
Then  again,  at  the  second  tc*rm,  you  will  get  rid  of  tliat  exi*itement, 
which  hns  been  so  much  complained  of  h'^re,  a'ld  rl-c.vl.cre,  the  struggle 
between  the  ins,  and  the  outs.  You  will  get  pd  (I'  tb.is  excitetnent  in 
hoth  these  cases,  because,  then,  at  this  latter  elerlion.  all  the  candidates, 
who  can  constitutionally,  be  candid  !te«!,  will  come  0:1  to  ihc  ground,  with 
equal  claims,  and  equal  chances,  and  wiihoiu  any  official  influence  to  aid 
tiiem.  These  wer«^  some  of  the  re::sins,  which  h-id  i-.ulucod  the  people, 
to  ask  us  to  permit  them,  to  adopt,  voiimlarily,  for  their  own  convenience, 
tiiiB  law  forihcmselvos.  lint  ge-nleinon  smv,  it  is  nuii-dMno-r'-atic.  Why 
sir,  was  it  anii-dcmocii;tic,  forihi-^  Convention,  wh.c.i  it  nvn  \\^':2  to  adopt 
rules  for  its  own  governmr'nt?  Who  cvi;r  he.ird  of  such  a\i  argument  as 
this  ?  Was  there  eve:  u  boily  aseionib'ed,  eiV.vcv  pnl'r.^'p.l,  rjiiuio:!?,  or  o'.li- 
erwise,  that  did  r.ot  find  it  necessarv,  sr  I  convenient,  lo  a  lop:  g?:ieral 
rales,  by  which  to  govern  thc:nflo!vt'S.  Every  l)oJy,  r^tiiiJ  it  nr<T«j.s  iry 
to  adopt  such  rules,  and  no  person  ever  suppc-ed,  tint  l.y  ?o  Jioi.it;.  thoy 
were  taking  any  thin^  from  tiicir  own  pi>;v<jrs.  Who  cvr:  supposed  we 
were  taking  away  any  of  our  powers,  by  th'"  adoption  of  tiui  rules,  lyiiig 
on  your  table  ?  This  would  only  be  carrying  out  the  ]):inciple  which 
•?ery  wise  man  laid  down,  in  adopting  rulis  of  conduct,  for  his  own  jro- 
Tomraent.  In  the  caso,  supposed  by  the  ijcniienjan  from  Ch3ster,  (Mr. 
Bkll,)  of  having  the  whole  people  congregated,  for  the  purpose  of  le^is- 
lation,  does  any  one  suppose,  that  the  peoplo  would  ever  think  of  pro- 
ceeding to  legislate,  witliO;it  adoptini;  ^-ome  grnerai  iide,  for  ti-e  ^ovcrn- 
Ment  of  themselves  ?  And  would  any  genlletuj-.n  coutcn.l,  tii«t  ihis  vol.in- 
tiry  adoption  of  rules,  would  pluce  any  restrivrtions  upon  the  p?ople  ? 
No  such  thing — the  idea  is  entirely  novel,  and  some  gendKinan  hare,  !s 
entitled  to  the  invention  of  it.     It  never  was  dreamed  of  before,  that  the 
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'folantary  adoption  of  a  rule  of  conduct,  placed  any  restriction  upon  the 
powers  of  the  person,  or  body,  adopting  it.  This  was  an  answer  to  all 
that  had  been  said,  by  the  gentleman  from  Union,  (Mr.  Mebkil«)  and  the 
gentleman  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter.)  Indeed,  he  did  not  under- 
stand either  of  them,  to  ^ifTect  an  argument  againf^t  the  principle  of  the 
amendment,  otIierwiRe,  than  by  raising  the  cry,  ''  Are  you  afraid  to  trust 
the  people,"  •'  Do  you  wish  to  place  restrictions  upon  the  dear  people." 
Why,  this  was  no  argument.  It  was  a  nieie  exclamation.  If  the  people 
choose  to  adopt  a  law,  for  their  own  government,  it  is  no  restriction  of 
their  power,  It  is  what  is  done,  by  every  body,  every  where,  and  in  all 
places.  It  seemed  to  him,  then,  that  all,  that  had  been  said,  by  the  penile- 
man  from  Northampton,  and  the  gentleman  from  Union,  and  the  Prssi- 
BEBTF  of  the  Convention,  did  not  go  in  the  least,  to  affect  the  propriety,  of 
adopting  this  amendment. 

He  wished  now  to  say  a  word,  or  two,  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from 
Luzerne,  (Mr.  Woodward.)  That  gentleman  seemed  to  have  taken  up 
the  idea,  that  he  (Mr.  R.)  had  blundered  into  this  amendment  by  some 
means  or  other,  and  had  introduced  it  without  that  due  consideration  to 
which  it  was  entitled,  before  bringing  forward  a  proposition  of  this  kind. 
He  could  only  say  so  far  as  regarded  this,  that  if  he  knew  himself,  he  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  blundering  into  amendments,  or  of  proposing  them, 
without  he  believed  they  could  be  sustained  by  legitimate  arguments.^- 
The  gentleman  was  extremely  anxious,  that  he  (Mr.  R.)  should  review 
his  couise  and  withdraw  the  amendment.  If  the  gentleman  was  so  sure 
he  was  right,  and  he  (Mr.  R.)  was  wrong,  why  so  much  reluctance  at 
placing  his  vote  on  the  record  against  the  amendment.  He  could  not  con*. 
ttrue  the  gentleman's  anxiety  about  this  matter,  in  any  other  way,  than  that 
he  had  some  misgivings  in  voting  against  the  amendment.  If  this  was  not  the 
ease,  why  care  whether  it  was  withdrawn  or  not  ?  Why  not  come  up  at 
once,  and  record  his  name  against  the  proposition.  The  gentleman  from 
Luzerne  has  said,  that  the  two  term  principle,  which  applies  to  the  Sher- 
iff, does  not  apply  to  other  officers,  because  the  Sheriff  is  liable  to  mal- 
practises  in  his  office,  and  he  therefore,  should  be  called  to  account  every 
three  years.  Why,  sir,  is  not  every  officer  named  in  this  article  \\Me  to 
misconduct  in  office,  precisely  in  the  same  manner  as  the  Sheriff?  And  if 
it  was  a  good  reason  in  the  one  case  why  the  officer  should  be  called  to 
account,  it  was  a  good  reason  in  the  other.  The  gentleman  had  also  said, 
that  there  had  been  no  good  reasons  assigned  in  favor  of  this  amendment, 
but  that  it  was  a  mere  matter  of  opinion,  that  it  would  be  a  beneficial  pro- 
position. Now,  he  might  answer  this  by  saying,  that  no  plausible  reason 
had  been  urged  against  it,  and  several  good  reasons  have  been  given  why 
it  should  be  adopted.  While  some  gentlemen  seemed  to  think  it  was  not 
the  wish  of  the  people,  that  this  proposition  should  be  introduced  into  the 
Constitution,  he  was  of  opinion,  from  all  he  had  learned  on  the  anbgeet 
before  he  came  here,  that  it  was  their  desire  to  have  such  a  provision  in  the 
instrument,  and  he  deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  submit  it,  and  urge  it  npon 
the  committee,  and  get  it  adopted  if  he  could,  and  if  he  could  not,  to  sub- 
mit, with  perfect  cheerfulness,  to  the  decision  of  the  Convention.  The 
gentleman  from  Luzerne  (Mr.  Woodward)  had  requested  him  (Mr.  R.)  to 
reconsider  this  matter,  and  withdraw  the  proposition.  Now,  he  would  he 
pleased  to  accommodate  that  gentleman,  but  as  he  could  not^  he  would  like 
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to  hftve  the  gentleman  himself  to  reconsiiler,  and  sustain  the  amendment  h« 
had  tubmited.  It  would  be  a  ^reat  cp*atification  to  him  to  have  the  gentle- 
man reconsider  his  course,  and  support  this  amendment,  and.  he  thought 
he  had  as  good  a  right  to  ask  the  gentleman  to  reconsider  his  course,  as 
the  gentleman  had  to  ask  him  to  rnconsid'r.  There  was  yet  another' ar- 
gnment  of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  which  he  proposed  to  notice,  and 
endeavor  to  anssver  in  a  few  words.  That  gentleman  had  contended,  with 
great  eloquence,  that  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  keep  the  officer  in  the 
line  of  his  duty,  to  give  him  a  motive  for  performins:  his  duty  ;  and,  to 

S*?e  to  the  people  the  benefit  of  this  motive,  and  to  give  them  this  benefit, 
e  officer  was  t )  have  the  opportunity  of  being  continued,  without  limit,  ift 
office.  Now,  he  hid  not  supposed,  that  any  gentleman  would  have  stood  up, 
on  this  floor,  and  laid  it  down  as  a  postulate,  that  men  had  less  regard  for 
their  general  character,  in  society,  than  they  ha<i  for  a  hankering  after  office* 
Did  the  gentleman  wiah  to  be  understood,  for  such  seemed  to  be  the  bar- 
then  of  his  argument,  that  there  would  be  no  disposition  in  officers  to 
maintain  a  good  name  among  iheir  fellow  men,  if  you  take  away  the  in- 
docements  to  an  unlimited  continuance  in  ofhce.  Wiiy,  sir,  was  there  a 
man  on  this  floor,  or  a  man  who  holds  an  office  in  the  Commonwealthy 
who  does  not  regard  as  ten  thousand  times  more  valuable  the  preservatiom 
of  his  general  character,  as  a  man,  than  the  preservation  of  it,  for  the  mere 
matter  of  an  unlimited  continuance  in  office.  It  seemed  to  him  that  thit 
argoment  must  fall  to  the  ground.  It  was  based  upon  a  principle  which 
none  of  us  can  recognize.  If  it  would  go  to  prove  any  thing,  it  must  be 
the  reverse  of  the  position  assumed  by  the  gentlemen,  because,  if  there 
was  to  be  found  any  individuals  in  these  offices,  who  considered  office  ae 
paramount  to  every  thing  else,  they  would,  knowing  that  they  would 
have  to  remain  out  of  office  for  three  years,  which  would  make  their  chan- 
ces of  re*election  worse,  be  stimulated  to  greater  exertions,  while  in  office, 
to  please  the  people,  and  perf  irm  the  duties  of  their  offices  faithfully.— 
He  would  feel  that  it  would  require  greater  exertion  to  secure  the  aiTec- 
tions  of  the  people,  and  consequently  would  be  led  to  greater  exertion  to 
please  them  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office.  But  he  took  it 
that  the  argument  was  based  upon  a  wrong  principle  altogether,  as  it  can 
never  be  admited  that  the  continuance  in  otHce,  for  life,  is  anv  inducement 
for  a  man  to  perform  his  duties  with  greater  fidelity  or  attention.  He  here 
leA  the  subject  with  the  hope  that  tliis  amendment,  which  unquestionably 
embraced  a  democratic  principle,  migh  be  adopted,  as  the  people  had 
strongly  urged  us  to  put  it  in  the  Constitution,  as  a  rule  for  their  own  conduct ; 
bat,  at  the  same  time,  if  the  majority  of  the  committe  decided  against  it, 
he  should  submit,  with  perfect  cheeifulness,  to  the  decision. 

Mr.  Forward  did  not  wish  any  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  vote  he 
was  about  to  give  on  this  proposition.  He  should  vote  against  it,  but  not 
because  he  recognized,  in  the  principle  contained  in  it,  any  thing  so  very 
objectionable  :  and  he  did  not  know,  at  present,  but  that  he  might  vote  for 
it,  if  the  term  was  extended  from  three  to  five  years^  All  he  wished  to 
eay  now,  was,  that  he  desired  no  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  vote  he 
was  about  to  give. 

The  qnestion  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Read^s  amendment,  and  decided 
ta  the  negative—- yeas,  36,  nays,  8:2 ;  as  follows : 

TBAS-"Mas8ri,  Banks,  BonbaiOi  Ctrsj,  Clarks>  of  Indiana,  Oaamioi  Oailly  Dmtli 


42S        PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

Pomn.Barle,  FcuHcrod,  Trw,  Fuller,  Gilmon-,  H.i!:iiogfl,HByhun(t.HtIffisiutein,Hieiterp 
Houpt.  Jeiw-.  Kci  .1.  KriKMuir-..  Martin.  McDowell.  Miller.  Read.  Ritter.Rogcf^ Scott, 
SelliT'.  Slifl'lf  :.  's.vMh.  S-.nvtIi.  Srickcl,  Tc^rgnrt,  While— 36. 

^•^Y^— M'-i""".  Ai»iv?^v.  Ayrp-.  IJviW'vm,  D.irnd  Mhr,  Barniiz.  Bayne,  BeYI,  BMdle, 
Bi'*eU>w.  B'own,  n**  \j:»-rra!''.or\  Tirowv.  of  Northnn.iiM'i,  Brown,  of  Philadrlphli,  Butleit 
ChamVrs.  (;:i;im! !<•;■.  rf  C-;.\>ter,  ('}i:i;ino*\\,  r\.\rkc,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  CWt- 
vcnj^er.  Co.'.-s,  ( ■»?•••  iii  C^',c,  Cox.  Crac,  Tnin.  'Jnim.  C'unn  ngham,  DarUngton,  Dtn- 
nv,l)itkcv,  ])l(\!'rMi-.i,  Dillin^T,  Donp.i?;ifi.Do'.ti:ll,  J)uni!»p.  FarrelU'.  Fleming, Forvrard, 
b'liniMc,  (iV.irhar*,  Heriilirsoii,  oC  Alloir'ien.v,  H(nJrr>>o:],  of  Uauphin.  Ilopkinson,  H jde, 
Kersnetiy,  K<*rr.  Koniymai-lier.  Lonij.  Lyons.  Marlay,  Mann,  M'Call,  M'Sherry,  Mer^ 
dith.  rTcrr!!!,  M<rkcl,M  nt£:Mn?ry.  Mycr.-*.  OvrrficM.'  PolloL-k,  Sorter,  of  Ltncinter,  Por- 
ter, of  Xori*'inmpt'»n.  Purvijince.  Reiuart,  RItor,  Rover.  Russell,  daegar.  Seltzer,  Svrri  I, 
Scbeetz.  Sill,  Siilvejy,  Steric;rre,  Sievens.  SwctlinJ.  Thomia,  Todd,  Weidman,  Wood- 
ward, Young.  S?n;cant,  Prciidnt — 8". 

So  the  question  was  detcrmipecl  in  the  negative. 

The  conimiltL-e  *hen  rose,  and  ih3  Convention  adjourned. 


FRIDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Forwaru — ]eav?  to  mak(^  a  Tnotion  having  been  giv- 
en— the  'j^e  of  iho  HjiU  whs  ordered  to  be  granted,  this  evemnf^«  to  the 
Reverend  Mr.  Pinney,  for  the  p'irpn«<tj  of  rommv.nicatingto  the  aiemben« 
and  other? ,  some  facte  rehiting  to  \h?.  Colony  at  Liberia. 

I 

SIXTH    ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  th«  whol^t 
on  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in  tht 
Chair. 

Mr.  "Woodward  nio'ed  to  air.ciul  the  amendment  of  Mr.  SBROEAXT,by 

•tri'-iing  ihercfr.Jin,  tlit)  wc.rC.s  I'ljllowirjir,  viz:  *' The  Legislature  shall  pro- 
vide, by  l:iw,  r-.jf  tiu-  niiLi'l-vM*  M  \)Ct:.:)\\s  in  ciich  cuuiily,  who  shall  hold 
Siiid  oftlci'?,  'Mh\  1k>v.'  ni:ny,  und  wiiii:iu>f  r-.iiil  ofiiccs,  tsliall  beheldbyond 
person"',  "-.yl  inscriiiii'.  Id  livii  tlierior,  as  lullows,  viz  :  **  j:nd  the  same  in- 
diviuiiMl  in;iy  iiol:!  iv.  •.>  or  iiumi  of  the  siiiid  oilhv^s?.  at  tlie  same  time.'* 

i\Ir.  Worn  w.iKD  s.iid,  In*  v.r.s  iiiduocd  lo  submit  iivis  amendment,  with 
the  9inirl(«  view  r.{'  mnr.:  p'  riW  \\y  eoruring  to  the  people  belter  ofEcen 
llian  tlity  would  be  abl-.'  I.)  obt.tin  wilhniit.  'I'here  was  a  manifest  imprac- 
ticiibilny  in  m:»k:n«:  n  Consliiutionai  nile  to  apply  lo  all.  The  ofHces  vary 
in  size  and  anjoinr,  so  t;i..t  no  ;.aiieral  r-ilo  oonld  be  adopted  by  the  Con* 
vemion,  which  would  work  fairly  and  Ciiually,  in  every  p:irt  of  the  State. 
A  rule  must  bo  provided,  lo  be  applied  by  the  people,  to  suit  the  particu* 
lar  wants  and  circum^taneej  of  |).irti.?ijlar  seirtions  of  the  Slate.  The 
amendment  he  proposed,  wo\dd  ptit  it  in  ilic  power  of  the  Legishiture  to 
make  suiuiMe  pTovi^'i-.':!;  arvi  Iiis  propo.sition  would  enable  the  people  to 
elect  the.  ?.i:nc  p.i?on  i'»  dulVient  oiU 'C:s,  where  they  migljt  find  it  expe- 
dient lo  do  j-f).  \{r  p.  :■,  M!L-i;,  'le  people  were  beiu^r  qualitled,  than  the 
Le«;ifc'l  tuie,  to  detLr.-iii;'  '  \i.  n  ihis  was  proper.  Wbat  eould  a  Legisla- 
ture, eonsist.nir  of  unr:  'iiindr-'d  :.\\d  tliir'v-thier  diilenml  individuals,  sit- 
tinu  in  two  difl'ereni  aprirlmi'ms,  know  of  ibc  wjnts  of  counties  in  which 
thev  have  never  been,  iniu  in  wbieii  ihev  may  have  no  ac<iuaintanee?  The 
ohjeclion  ho  had  to  this,  wa^,  tiiat  it  would,  of  necessity,  refer  the  Legti- 
lature  to  the  local  membeis,  for  thai  information  on  which  they  would  be 
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ibla  to  set.    What  would  be  the  consequence  ?    This  reference  to  the  lo- 
cal members,  would,  in  effect,  devolve  upon  him  the  responsibility  of  ar- 
ranging the  offices.     How  would  he  be  situated  ?     He  would  be  anxioua 
to  secure  his  own  election  to  the  Senate,  or  to  the  House,  or  to  see  his 
own  political  party  prominent,  and  lie  would  know,  that  if  he  divided  the 
offices  among  his  partizans  and  friends,  he  would  effect  a  lodgement  which 
would  tell  for  him,  when  he  desired  to  be  elected  to  some  future  office.— 
Because,  therefore,  it  would  promote  the  interest  of  the  individual  to  give 
advice,  it  would  be  in  opposition  to  the  interests  of  the  people ;  for  when 
tbay  are  divided  in  this  manner  among  individuals,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  find  a  responsible  person  to  take  any  one  of  them.     A  person  could  not 
neglect  his  business,  to  attend  to  the  duties  of  an  unprofitable  office.    It 
will,  therefore,  be  necessary  to  unite  the  offices,  and  confer  all  on  one,  if 
it  be  necessary,  to  secure  an  individual,  responsible,  efficient,  and  faithful. 
If  you  leave  this  to  be  done  by  the  Legislatur.:;,  they  will  divide  the  small 
counties  into  five  or  six  parts,  and  the  political,  and  individual  hangers-on 
of  the  member,  will  have  them  parcelled  out  among  them.     This,  to  his 
niind,  was  a  great  ol>ji?ction  against  giving  the   Legislature  the  power  to 
confer  on  the  people,  what  the  people  have  a  right  to  confer  in  such  man- 
ner, as  to  secure  the  best  administration  of  the  duties  of  the  offices.     A 
great  deal,  but  not  enough,  had  been  said  about  the  importance  of  having 
Siese  offices   well  filled.     It  was  most  important.     The  interest  of  that 
part  of  the  community  which  is  the  most  defenceless,  and  dependent,  ii 
placed  in  the  hands  of  these  offices,  smd  the  people  ought  to  be  able  to  fill 
tbem  with  those  individuals,  who  would  consult  the  best  interests  of  the 
community.     It  may  be  said,  that  the  provision  which  he  proposed  to 
ilrike  out.  prevents  confusion  from  the  action  of  the  people.     He  was  of 
opinion,  that  there  would  be  none.     The  people  form  their  tickets  accord- 
ing to  political  parties.     Where  would  be  the  difficulty  of  nominating  A 
for  PiolNonotary,  A  for  Clerk  of  the  Orphaus'  Court,  A  for  Clerk  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  A  for  the  Court  of  Oyer  and  Terminer  ?     Where 
would    be  the  difficulty,  preventing,  for  all  four  to   be  supported  on  the 
same  ticket,  on  iho  ground  that  it  was  neccsssary  to  uniieon  one  for  all  the 
offices,  to  enable  him  to  find  a  competent  individual  to  attend  to  each?  To 
ihe  sober  judgment  of  the  people,  this  mode  would  commend  itself  with 
force,  and,  doubtless,  would  secure  a  majority  of  votes.  And  where  would 
be  the  inconvenience  ?     Th'jre  might  be  volunteer  candidates.     But  a  can- 
did view  of  the  matter  would  convince   such  as  might  come   out  in  that 
way,  of  the  mistaken  policy  of  their  course.     The  good  of  the  people  waa 
the  object  he  had  in  view,  and  the  people,  themselves,  would  have  that,  and 
oo  other  object  in  view,  and  would,  if  they  saw  it  would  promote  a  pro- 
per, and  benefici.'tl  administration  of  the  duties  of  the  offices,  unite  in  con- 
fering  them  upon  one  eoinpeient,  and  responsible  person.     He  desired  to 
leave  it  to  the  free  action  of  the  people,  and  not  to  hamper  or  restrict  them, 
as  might  suit  the  ambitious  designs  of  political  aspirants.     He  was  oppo- 
sed to  all  local  legislation,     'i'he  object  of  havinj(  two  branches  in  the  Le- 
gislature, is,  that  the  people,  on  every  subject  belonging  to  the  Legislature, 
may  have  the  benefit  of  the  wisdom  of  the  one  hundred  and  thirty-three  mem- 
bers, which  constitute  that  body ;  and  where  reliance  hastobep^cedonone, 
or  on  a  few,  and  the  Legislature  is  obliged  to  act  on  the  information  of  these, 
Aero  is  great  danger  to  the  interests  of  the  people,  ^d  frequently,  and  proba* 
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bly.  of  the  promotion  of  political  aspirants,  against  the  interests  of  the  peoplt. 
Local  legislatittn,  therefore,  onght  to  be  avoided  in  these  matters.  Thert 
are  objects  enough,  to  consume  all  this  local  influence,  without  suffering  it 
to  operate  in  this  way.  One  year  the  offices  might  be  in  the  hands  of  two 
individuals,  and  the  next,  in  the  hands  of  three ;  all  would  be  confusion, 
so  that  the  people  would  not  know  under  what  system  they  were  living, 
and  what  were  the  principles  on  which  their  ofllcers  were  elected.  If  it 
shall  be  determined  to  give  the  election  of  these  officers  to  the  people,  let 
it  be  given  to  them  without  restraint,  and  not  nttempt  to  control  them,  in 
the  exercise  of  their  rights.  If  they  did  not  rule  themselves  well,  it  would 
be  the  first  time  he  had  ever  heard  of  their  injuring  themselves.  He  did 
not  see  any  good  ground  of  objection  to  the  amendment  he  proposed  to 
insert,  in  lieu  of  the  words,  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Ad- 
ams. If  that  proposition  were  stricken  out,  the  people  would  have  the 
power  to  confer  two  or  more  officea  on  the  same  individual,  if  they  should 
think  proper  to  do  so.  He  saw  no  inconvenience  which  could  result  from 
arran^ng  the  tickets ;  and  he  saw,  or  thought  he  saw,  great  evils  which 
would  result  from  lodging  the  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Letfislature,  to  say 
what  ihc  people  might  do,  and  what  they  might  not  do.  The  people  were 
on  the  spot,  and  were  conversant  with  the  qualificatious  of  ihe  officers, 
tnd  knew  whether  they  were  competent  to  fill  the  offices ;  and  we  all 
know  how  local  laws  are  procured  in  the  Legislature.  We  know,  how 
every  member  can  shape  local  legislation  to  promote  his  own  political 
views.     He  would  go  against  all  such  modes. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  liked  the  principle  thrown  out  by  the  gentleman  from  La- 
■eme,  very  much,  but  he  had  doubts,  whether  the  gentleman  would  be 
able  to  get  at  what  he  wanted  to  reach.  His  amendment  ran  thus,  "  and 
the  same  individual  may  hold  two  or  more  of  the  said  offices,  at  the  same 
time".  If  we  insert  this  clause  in  the  Constitution,  and  the  legislature 
should  designate  how  many  offices  may  be  held  by  the  same  indivmual,  or 
how  many  by  different  individuals,  he  would  put  this  quesUon :  Sup- 
pose the  Legislature  should  pass  a  law,  designating  how  many  officers 
there  should  be  to  each  county,  would  that  be  inconsistent  with  the  pro- 
vision to  the  Constitution?  Certainly  not.  The  legislature  would  have 
power  to  say  what  offices  each  individual  may  hold.  Certainly  they 
would.  The  amendment  then,  would  not  meet  the  object  which  the  gen«> 
tleman  had  in  view.  The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  is 
tantamount  to  what  is  already  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Ad- 
mms,  which  reads,  '*  the  Legislature  RJiall  provide  by  law  for  the  number  of 
persons  in  each  county,  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  and  how  many,  and 
which  of  said  offices,  shall  be  held  by  one  person*'.  The  Legislature 
would  have  precisely  the  same  power,  under  the  amendment  of  the  gende- 
man  from  Luzerne.  If  you  strike  out  the  clause,  the  Legislature  may 
pass  a  law.  which  would  not  be  at  all  inconsistent  with  the  provision  in 
the  Constitution,  which  would  defeat  the  object  of  the  gentleman  from  Lu- 
xeme.  He  had  reflected  a  good  deal  on  the  subject,  and  saw  no  diffi- 
culty, which  would  be  apparent  to  all,  who  had  had  much  to  do  with  poli- 
tics and  elections.  Tiiere  might  be  few  candidates — in  Cumberland,  there 
were  now  fifteen  on  the  tapis,  for  one  office*— and  there  might  be  fifVeen 
for  each  office.  There  would  be  electioneering  for  each  office.  Every 
one  knows  the  disposition  of  the  peoplsi  who  n«ver  unite  on  any  om^i^ 
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TheoiEees«  would  be  divided,  howerer  contemptible  they  might  be.  One 
eandidate  would  say  to  a  man  who  had  promised  to  Tote  for  another, 
<•  divide  your  vote— vote  for  me  for  this  office,  and  for  your  friend  for  thai**. 
The  Jjegislature  should  have  the  power  to  arrange  the  offices,  and  no  in* 
dividual  member  would  have  influence  enough  to  change  the  law.  An 
mrrangement  would  be  effected,  by  a  general  law,  which  would  give  a 
good  deal  of  stability  to  the  system.  No  Legislature  could  change  the  law, 
unless  the  change  was  agreed  to,  by  the  people,  and  no  one  would  try  to 
get  it  done,  against  the  sense  of  the  people.  Remonstrances,  and  petitions, 
would  assail  him  at  every  step.  It  would  be  better  to  leave  it  to  the  Le- 
f  Islature,  and  so  get  rid  of  the  difficulty.  If  the  gentleman  wished  to  pre- 
sent incessant  changes,  he  should  leave  it  to  the  power  of  the  Legislatnre. 
He  had  no  mistrust  of  the  people,  but  he  believed  the  people  themselves, 
would  like  best,  to  have  a  general  law.  They  would  prefer,  that  the  Le« 
gislature  should  designate  what  elections  should  be  held  for  particular  offi* 
ces,  than  to  be  called  out  to  vote  in  a  manner  which  was  not  regulated  by 
a  general  law. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  said  that  he  could  not  see  with  the  gen- 
tleman  fiom  Luzerne  (Mr,  Woodward)  the  propriety  of  making  any 
change  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  although 
be  was  in  favor  of  giving  the  people  all  the  power  they  could  conveniently 
exercise.  lie  conceived  that  the  exercise  of  this  power,  in  the  manner 
proposed,  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  them.  He  entertained  the  same 
opinion  as  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  that  the  Legislature  should 
point  out  the  number  of  persons  who  should  hold  offices,  how  many  he 
thould  hold,  iic.  The  objection  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne, 
did  not  appear  to  him  (Mr.  D.)  to  be  sound — that  the  Legislature  might  be 
influenced  by  members  from  the  district  about  which  they  might  be  legis- 
lating. Now,  it  did  not  necessarily  follow,  that  the  Legislature  would  act 
on  the  information  of  members  only.  They  could  have  information  brought 
before  them  by  petition,  and  act  upon  the  matter  as  they  did  in  all  cases  of 
a  like  character,  and  with  strict  impartiality.  He  could  not  see  any  ob- 
jection against  giving  to  the  Legislature  the  power  of  regulating  the  manner 
in  which  these  offices  were  to  be  filled.  The  i inevitable  consequence  of 
giving  to  the  people  the  election  of  their  officers,  would  be,  that  they  would 
act  without  understanding  each  other,  and  would  elect  as  many  officers  as 
there  are  offices,  and  there  might  probably  be,  as  observed  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Franklin,  as  many  as  fifteen  candidates  for  each  office.  It  was 
not  likely,  too,  that  men  so  competent  to  fill  them  would  be  elected.  In 
order  to  obtain  men  of  character,  capable  of  transacting  the  duties  he 
would  be  called  upon  to  perform,  the  offices  must  be  so  divided,  as  to 
make  them  worth  holding.  In  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  they  might  be 
better  separate ;  but  even  in  the  larger  counties  some  of  them  would  not 
even  afford  a  living  to  the  officer.  In  the  county  of  Chester,  the  prothono- 
tary,  register  and  recorder,  could  be  singly  filled ;  but  the  clerk  of  the 
court  of  Oyei  and  Terminer,  clerk  of  the  Orphans'  court,  and  clerk  of 
court  of  Common  Pleas,  could  not  be,  for  no  man  could  make  a  living. 
An  individual  would  not  give  up  his  business  to  take  office,  as  he  would 
not  be  able  to  maintain  his  family.  Now,  if  gentlemen  wished  to  sub- 
serve the  wishes  of  the  people,  they  must  so  regulate  these  offices  that 
men  will  take  them  and  be  remunerated  for  their  services.    The  gentle- 
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inan  from  Luzerne,  seemed  to  think  that  the  Le^^ilature  might  exsrciite  x 
diieretibnary  power  to  the  prejudice  of  the  people,  and  in  oppositioa  to 
iheir  interest,  and  therefore  he  would  not  trust  them  with  this  regalation. 
He  (Mr.  Darlington)  entertained  no  such  distrust  of  that  body.  He 
believed,  that  the  gentleman  on  a  former  occasion,  was  among  those  of  his 
political  friends,  who  went  in  favor  of  vesting  the  Le^ishiture  with  dis- 
cretionary power  in  regard  to  the  creation  of  offices.  [Here  Mr.  Wooi>- 
WARD  signified  his  dissent.]  The  gentleman  shakes  his  head.  He  (Mr. 
D.)  was  certainly  under  that  impression.  However,  be  that  as  it  may,  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  gentleman,  for  he  had  no  doubt  the  Legislature 
would  act  with  a  due  regard  to  the  wishes  of  the  people.  He  was,  there- 
fore in  favor  of  retaining  the  clause  as  it  is. 

Mr.  Reigart,  of  Lancaster,  said — Mr.  Chairman  :  It  seems  to  be  con- 
ceded  by  all,  that  we  will  take  from  the  Governor  the  appointment  of  the 
county  ofHcers,  and  give  it  to  the  people,  to  whom  it  legitimately  belongs. 
But  the  question  arises,  how  are  we  to  give  it?  As  I  at  present  view  this 
matter,  if  we  give  the  power  to  the  people,  let  them  have  it,  not  in  part  or 
parcels,  but  wholly  and  entirely ;  they  are  perfectly  competent  to  elect 
their  officers,  and  they  are  just  as  competent  to  say  how  those  offices  shall 
be  filled,  and  by  whom  ;  whether  some  of  these  offices  shall  be  attached 
to  each  other  and  filled  by  the  same  persons,  or  whether  they  shall  be 
detached  from  each  other  and  filled  by  different  persons.  The  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne  (Mr.  Woodward)  leaves 
it  to  the  people,  while  the  other  proposes  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislaturs,  to 
say  how  these  offices  shall  be  filled,  what  offices  shall  be  attached  to  each 
other,  and  what  offices  shall  be  kept  separate  and  how  they  sh?.!!  be  filled. 
As  it  seems  to  me,  sir,  the  objections  to  leaving  this  matter  to  the  Legisla- 
ture are  numerous.  In  all  local  matters,  the  member  or  members  from  the 
particular  district  will  be  alone  consulted,  and  they  will  arrange  this  matter 
IS  may  best  suit  their  own  individual  views  ;  so  that  in  the  end,  one,  or 
two,  or  ^v^  men,  will  arrange  for  the  people  what  they  can  do  for  them- 
selves. Besides,  there  are  many  and  great  oi)jections  to  leave  any  thing 
to  the  Legislature,  as  to  carrying  out  this  favorite  constitution:il  measure, 
which  the  people  think  they  can  do  better  themselves,  and  which  they  can 
do  better  themselves.  What,  sir,  will  be  the  practical  operation  of  this 
measure  ?  It  is  well  known  that  the  people  of  the  diflferent  counties  in 
the  Stale  once  in  every  year,  at  least,  sond  delegates,  for  political  purpo- 
ses, to  a  county  convention,  one  or  two  for  each  township.  These  gentle- 
men, selected  for  their  intelli<[ence  or  some  other  ^ood  quality,  are  most 
generally  public  men,  who  have  the  means  of  knowing  the  annual  value 
of  every  county  office,  the  amount  of  the  annual  income,  &c.  If  gentle- 
men concede  this,  and  it  has  not  been  denied,  will  they  say  that  the  people 
ire  not  as  good  judj^es  of  their  own  interest  as  the  Legislature  are?  But 
the  gentleman  from  Franklin  (Mr.  Dunlop]  has  told  ns,that  it  would  beget 
confusion  among  the  candidates  for  the  dilTerent  offices — that  a  man  may 
refuse  to  vote  for  a  particular  candidate  for  register,  when  he  would  be 
willing  to  support  him  for  recorder.  For  myself,  sir,  I  cannot  perceive 
the  force  of  this  arg^ument,  as  the  same  confusion  must  also  arise  should 
the  details  already  mentioned  be  left  to  the  Legislature.  This  confusion 
might  arise  among  volunteer  candidates,  but  not  among  regularly  nomina- 
ted candidates  \  at  all  events,  legislative  enactment  would  not  avoid  it 
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The  fsntleman  from  Chester  (Mr.  Darlington)  has  told  us,  that  the 
people  could  not  understand  each  other.  Why,  sir,  is  this  business  so 
complex  that  the  people  cannot  manage  it  without  the  aid  of  legislative 
machinery  ?  The  gentleman  has  failed  to  point  out  the  difficully,  and 
having  failed  to  do  so,  it  is  fair  to  presume  ilint  there  is  none.  Under  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  if  tlie  annual  income 
of  two  all  ched  ofiices  increased  largely,  the  people  themselves  could  de- 
tach them  by  a  very  simple  operation :  or  if  the  annual  income  of  a  single 
office  decreaped  considerably,  they  might,  by  the  same  simple  operation, 
attach  it  to  another,  and  thus  regulate  the  matter  as  they,  from  time  to  time, 
think  proper:  but  as  the  matter  at  present  stnnds,  they  must  petition  the 
Legislature,  from  time  to  time,  to  effect  these  objects.  For  these  reasons, 
as  well  as  others  that  might  be  given,  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Luzerne. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  said,  that  he  rose  to  ask  a  question,  and 
make  a  remark  or  two.  There  were  five  offices  in  a  county  t«»  be  filled, 
besides  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  of  Oyer  and  Terminer,  which  was  too 
small  to  be  held  separate.  While  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery  would  leave  to  the  Legislature  the  regidaiion  of  the  number 
of  offices  that  might  be  held  by  one  individual,  ihe  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Luzerne  provides,  that  an  individual  might  hold  two  or  more 
offices  at  the  same  time.  [Mr.  Woodward  (in  an  under  lone,)  th- 1  is 
the  election  of  those  officers  once  in  three  years.]  Yes,  ihat  is  it.  Well, 
here  was  a  difficulty.  At  the  first  election,  they  w^ere  given  to  five  diffe- 
rent incumbents,  and  at  the  expiration  of  a  year,  one  of  those  incumbents 
died.  A  new  election  took  place,  and  the  officer  elected  had  held  it  thiee 
years  under  the  Constitution,  and  at  the  end  nf  that  time,  there  would  be 
four  offices  vacant,  and  the  fifth  would  be  disposed  of.  Before  this  election, 
another  office  became  vacant;  the  late  incumbent  having  held  it  three 
years.  So  that,  at  length,  by  death,  resignation,  or  removal,  at  the  end  of 
three  years,  only  one  office  was  filled.  Now,  what,  he  would  ask,  was 
\o  be  done  ?  An  eleciion  could  not  take  place,  for  the  otlice  was  filled. — 
And,  thus,  there  was  an  end  of  the  whole  theory  of  the  gentleman  from 
Luzerne.  He  (Mr.  F.)  objecied  to  tlie  principle  also,  snd  contended  that 
it  was  necessary  that  someihing  like  a  general  rule  should  bo  established 
by  the  Legislature.  The  Legislature  may  be  just  as  well  informed  with 
respect  to  the  qualificalinns  of  ihe  different  candidates,  and  the  distribution 
of  these  offices.  The  amount  of  business  in  each  county  could  be  known, 
and  a  decision  could  be  made  accordingly.  It  svould  be  necessary  to  look 
to  what  was  done  the  previous  year,  as  to  the  number  of  suits  that  were 
brought— -the  indictments  framed,  and  cases  in  the  Orphans*  Court,  It 
was  easy  enough  to  obtain  all  this  information.  So,  in  relation  to  the  Re- 
corder's Court,  and  Register's  office. 

It  was  expedient  that  some  general  rule  should  be  established,  and  it  was 
as  easy  to  regulate  the  matter  by  the  Legislature,  as  by  the  people.  The 
Legislature  could  inform  themselves  as  easily  as  the  people  of  the  county 
could,  as  to  the  number  of  suits  in  the  different  courts,  and  the  amount  of 
business  to  be  done  by  each  officer.  They  could  then  graduate  the  labor 
to  the  business  in  each  office.  The  Legislature  would  not  be  so  apt  as 
the  people  to  act  on  shear  local  and  party  grounds.  The  regulation,  too, 
would  stand  on  permanent  principles,  and  not  be  left  to  the  shuffiing  and 
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eutting  of  parties.  It  was  said,  that  the  Legislature  knew  nothing  about  it» 
and  that  the  people  alone  were  competent  to  manage  the  dlstribuiion  of  tha 
offices.  But  this  he  denied.  Why  did  we  not  leave  to  the  people  As 
Sheriff's  bond,  and  the  alteration  of  the  election  districts?  Becanae,  they 
would  lose  sight  of  the  public  interest,  in  endeavoring  to  promote  local  and 
personal  interests. 

Mr.  Kerr  was  in  favor  of  giving  the  elections  of  county  officers  to  the 
people,  and  of  leaving  it  to  the  Legislature  to  say,  whether  one  peraoa 
should  hold  more  than  one  office,  or  not.  He  was  opposed  to  the  amend* 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  and  the  objection  he  had  to  it  was, 
that  it  was  not  practicable  for  the  people  to  decide  how  many  officers  should 
be  chosen.  Tliere  were  but  three  ways  in  which  the  people  could  make 
the  decision.  The  citizens  of  the  county  must  assemble  and  decide  it; 
or  the  voices  of  the  different  townships  must  be  collected,  or  the  county 
conventions,  when  they  meet  to  nominate  their  candidates,  must  make  the 
decision.  These  were  the  only  ways  in  which  the  people  could  deter- 
mine the  question.  But,  the  people  were  generally  divided  into  two  or 
more  parties,  and  if  one  party  determined  that  one  person  should  hold 
two  offices,  and  the  other  party,  that  he  should  not,  how  was  it  to  be 
settled  ?  The  propobition  was  impracticable,  and  he  trusted  it  would  be 
rejected. 

Mr.  Bell  was  sure,  he  said,  that  his  friend  from  Luzerne,  in  offering 
this  motion,  had  not  well  considered  the  objections  to  which  it  was  liable. 
It  would  lead  to  confusion  inexplicable.  It  was  utterly  impossible,  that 
the  people  of  any  county  should  agree  as  to  the  distribution  of  offices.  In 
many  counties  there  are  several  parties,  each  of  which  made  a  ticket,  and 
they  could  never  agree  as  to  the  number  of  persons  who  should  hold  the 
offices.  The  proposition  was,  undoubtedly,  founded  on  respect  for  the 
people,  but  he  did  not  think  it  practicable.  There  ought  to  be  some  rule 
fixed,  and  known,  for  determining  the  number  of  offices  in  each  coun- 
ty. The  business  of  the  county  should  regulate  the  number.  That 
was  the  proper  principle ;  and,  it  might  be  assumed,  that  the  busi- 
ness was  in  p  oportiou  to  the  population.  He  should,  therefore,  propose 
the  enumeration  of  the  taxable  inhabitants,  as  the  basis  for  tiie  appointment 
of  offices,  among  the  several  counties.  He  would  propose  to  make  it  ior 
cumbent  on  the  Legislattire  to  distribute  them,  in  proportion  to  the  number 
of  taxables,  and  at  the  same  time,  that  they  apportion  the  Senators  and 
Representatives. 

Mr  Stevens  thought  it  was  better,  he  said,  to  take  the  vote  at  once. 
The  amendment  had  been  modified  about  thirty  times,  to  suit  different 
tastes.  We  had  a  general  principle  in  it,  giving  the  election  of  certain 
county  offices  to  the  people,  and  when  we  come  to  the  second  readuig«  we 
could  put  it  in  proper  form.  He  hoped,  that  some  dav  or  other,  we 
•hould  get  a  direct  vote  upon  the  proposition,  as  it  stood.  The  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne,  would  lead  to  inexplicable  diffi- 
culty. 

lAr.  Shellito  just  wished,  he  said,  to  make  one  observation.  He 
wanted  to  give  the  people  the  regulation  of  the  number  of  county  officers. 
In  each  county,  could  not  a  convention  be  held,  and  could  not  tlie  dele- 
gates enquire,  what  is  the  amount  of  the  business  in  the  county,  for  each 
officer,  and  what  is  its  emolument,  and  how  many  men  it  would  require. 
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to  perform  the  duty  ?  And  then,  could  not  they  make  their  ticket!  for 
officer!,  according  to  the  number  that  might  be  wanted,  and  leave  to  the 
public  the  choice  I  It  appeared  as  if  the  people  were  allowed  to  do 
nothing  for  themselves,  and  that  they  must  have  a  dictator  somewhere. 
Their  representatives  cared  nothing  for  them  after  they  had  received 
their  election.  The  public  knew  more  about  their  local  interests,  than 
the  Les^islature  did.  Wnat  did  a  member  of  the  Le^^islature,  coming 
from  Philadelphia,  know  about  his  constituents,  or  their  interests  ?  He 
did  hope,  that  we  should  give  the  people  the  regulation  of  this  matter ; 
and  if  the  committee  was  averse  to  it,  let  them  say  so. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  said,  this  subject  was  full  of  difficulty.  Befere  he  came 
to  the  Convention,  he  had  reflected  much  upon  it,  and  he  had  come  to  the 
tame  conclusion,  which  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny  had  so  ably  pre* 
aented,  tliat  the  Legislature  must  fix  the  number  of  officers.  In  some 
cases,  theie  might  be  but  a  single  officer  to  fix  in  each  county  ;  but  that 
was  no  answer  to  the  objections  urged  against  the  proposition.  These 
officer:?  did  not  stand  before  the  peopie  like  the  Sheriff  of  the  county.  No 
Sheriflf  in  any  county  was  chosen  in  relation  to  party  consideration. 
Any  one,  who  was  a  candidate  upon  party  grounds,  would  be  certain  to 
lose  his  election.  But  it  wouLl  not  do,  to  tell  him  that  the  people  at  a 
convention  could  say,  who  should  fill  the  offices,  and  how  many  officer! 
there  should  be ;  for  the  different  parlies  could  never  agree  as  to  the 
number  of  officers,  or  their  election.  VVc  wanted  some  means  of  dis- 
tracting the  demon  of  party,  instead  of  giving  it  wider  scope.  It  was 
easy  to  see  that  the  system  would  be  attended  with  much  difficulty. 
The  gentleman  from  Lancaster,  might  well  feel  indifieront  to  the  resultt 
because  his  was  a  large  county.  But,  in  the  small  counties,  we  should 
have  as  many  candidates  as  parties,  for  every  office.  Some  of  the  coun- 
ties were  divided  into  four  or  five  parties,  and  it  would  be  the  object  of 
each  to  multiply  offices,  as  far  as  possible.  He  thought  it  much  better 
that  the  Legislature  should  liave  the  power,  to  fix  the  number  of  officers. 

Mr.  Woodward  withdrew  the  amendment,  giving  assurance  to  its 
friends  that  he  would  renew  it  on  the  second  reading.  Then  he  would 
endeavor  to  satisfy  the  gentleman  from  Franklin,  that  his  scruples  were 
not  well  founded,  and  to  convince  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  that  he 
had  not  oflered  the  proposition  inconsiderately. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  so  as 
to  provide  that  no  person  shall  be  elected  a  Prothonotary ,  or  Clerk,  unless 
previously  examined  by  the  court,  or  a  board,  appointed  for  tliat  purpose, 
and  be  certified,  by  a  majortty  of  them,  to  be  competent  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Qell  moved,  to  amend  the  amendment  in  the  9th  line,  by  inserts 
ing,  after  the  word  **  ahall,*^  the  following :  '*  at  the  several  periods  of 
making  the  enumeration  of  the  taxable  inhabitants,  mentioned  in  section 
4th,  article  1st,  designate  by  law." 

Mr.  Bell  said,  a  dilliculty  had  been  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from 
Luzerne,  (Mr.  Woodward;  in  reference  to  the  l^egi^ialue  having  the  powd- 
er, without  restriction,  of  regulating  and  providing  for  the  number  of  offi- 
sers,  in  the  several  counties  ;  and  that  tliey  might  change  and  alter  them^ 
from  year  to  year,  merely  on  political  grouodsi  without  regard  to  the  interest! 
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OT  convenience  of  the  people.  Now,  the  Constitution  provided  for  theraa- 
king  of  an  enumeration  of  taxable  inhabitants,  every  seven  yean,  with 
reference  to  an  apporlionnieiitof  the  Tlepresenlalives.  He  thought,  then,  it 
would  be  conceded,  on  all  sides,  that  the  oflicers,  in  each  county,  ought  to 
be  in  proportion  to  the  inliabilants,  or  to  the  business  of  the  offices,  and  he 
knew  of  no  better  way  of  ascertaining  the  amount  of  business,  than  by  the 
nunnber  of  inhabitants.     Then,  he  considered,  that  the  best  means  of  as- 
certaining the  number  of  officers  which  were  required  for  each  county, 
would  be  by  the  septennial  enumeration  of  taxable  inhabitants.      In  order 
to  avoid  an  objection,  which  would  undoubtedly  arise,  in  relation  to  the 
Legislature  improperly  interfering  in  this  matter,  we  should  fix  a  partica- 
lar  period  for  it,  to  make  this  arrangement.     Thus,  you  would  have  a  uni- 
form sytem,  throughout  the  whole  Commonwealth.      The  Legislature 
might,  if  a  system  of  this  kind  was  not  adopted,  be  altering  and  changing 
the  offices  every  year,  giving,  perhaps,  the  large  county  but  one  officer, 
while  it  would  give  the  small  counties  two  or  three,  and  there  woud  be  no 
uniformity      He  thought,  you  might  as  well  allow  the  Legislature  to  hwve 
the  distribution  of  the  St  nators  ;ind  I?cprosentalives.  without  restriction, 
as    to  give   them   the   regulation  of  iliese  cfiices,  without  restriction. — 
He  did  not  know,  that  there  was  any  ol  jcction  to  this  amendment,  but  if 
there  was,  he  should  like  to  hear  it.     At  any  late,  he  hoped  the  conimittes 
would  not  vote  it  down,  without  due  reflection. 

Mr.  Merrill  did  not  object  to  the  principle  contained  in  the  gentle- 
man's amendment,  as  he  thought  it  was  right  that  some  provision  should 
be  made  in  relation  to  this  matter,  but  he  did  not  think  the  gentleman^s 
amendment  was  in  the  best  form.  He  thought,  the  provision  should 
merely  require  the  liCgislature,  to  make  a  general  law  on  the  subject,  as 
he  did  not  r.pprehend  so  much  danger  from  a  Legislature,  which  was 
elected  by  the  same  people,  who  elected  these  officers,  and  who  were 
under  the  uddiiionnl  obligation  of  an  oath,  for  a  faithful  performance  of  their 
duties,  as  some  gentlemen  scorned  to  think.  He  hr.d  no  fear  of  the  Legisla- 
ture heroming  corrupted,  and  nejjlcctinfir  to  perform  their  duties. 

Mr.  Clarke,  oflndinna,  said  it  struck  liim  that  the  committee  ought  to 
look  upon  this  prc)po?ition  with  a  f^ivontblo  eye.  Tin  thought  we  had  bet- 
ter not  be  trnnblini  tl.c  Lcjislaiurc  every  year  with  making  changes  in  these 
offices.  If  the  matter  was  loft  as  it  now  stand?,  without  this  amendment, 
petitions  would  be  coming  in  every  year  foi  changes  md  alterations,  and 
the  Legislature  would  be  continually  engaged  in  legislating  on  the  subject. 
If,  however,  a  particular  time  f(»r  all  changes  in  these  offices  was  to  be  es- 
tablished, then  the  people  and  the  Legislature  could  actunderstandinglyon 
the  subject,  the  peojde  could  have  their  petitions  prepared  at  the  pioper 
time,  and  send  them  all  in  at  once;  and  the  Legislature  could  then  take  up 
the  matter,  and  the  whole  of  the  an uni^ements  could  be  completed  at  once, 
which  would  be  a  convenience  both  to  :he  people  and  the  Legislature.  Our 
Sheriff  and  ( governor  arc  el(;('tcd  for  three  vear?,  and  we  have  now  come 
to  the  determination  tliat  all  the  county  otllcers  shall  be  elected  for  three 
years.  This  being  the  ca^^e,  he  thcught  it  would  be  uiorrt  proper  that  the 
enumerati(m  of  taxable  inhabiinnts}  sliouUl,  in  si»nic  mer.sure,  conform  to 
thifl,  and  with  this  view  it  was  his  iui«i!];ion,  it'  he  lived  until  wc  come  to 
a  second  reading  of  the  first  article,  to  liiovo  to  amend  the  fourtli  8uction« 

by  changing  the  time  of  making  the  eiiDmeratio(i  from  f even  to  »ix  yea^t, 
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In  doing  this  they  would  always  have  the  advantage  of  comparing  with  the 
tri-ennial  assessment,  which  would  be  taken  in  the  same  year.  This,  ho 
thought  would  be  a  very  great  advantage  in  comparing  the  lists  and  cor- 
recting them  and  preventing  frauds.  He  hoped,  therefore,  as  all  our  offi- 
cers had  got  to  nm  together  for  three  years,  that  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Chester  might  prevail,  and  if  the  amendment  he  intended 
to  propose  on  second  reading  should  prevail,  we  would  have  a  system  en- 
tirely uniform. 

Mr.  Forward  said,  if  he  understood  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Chester,  the  Legislature  would  have  no  power,  to  disturb  the  regu- 
lation, first  agreed  upon,  for  three  years.  The  Legislature  must,  in  the 
first  place,  fix  upon  some  arrangement,  to  commence  with,  and  then,  if 
this  amendment  is  agreed  to,  they  will  not  have  the  power,  to  alter  their 
own  arrangement,  for  three  years,  no  matter  how  defective  it  may  be. 
Why,  as  the  proposition  stood,  the  officers  were  to  be  elected  for  three 
years,  and  at  the  end  of  that  lime  would  be  the  period,  when  the  Legisli- 
tare  would  be  called  upon  to  change,  separate,  and  consolidate  these  offi- 
ces, and  therefore,  he  could  see  no  necessity  for  it,  in  this  point  of  view* 
Beside  this,  with  all  the  respect  which  he  entertained  for  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  and  the  srentleman  from  Chester,  it  appeared  to  him,  that 
thf'ir  proposiiion  was  founded  on  a  false  basi5.  The  number  of  taxable 
inhabitants,  was  no  criterion,  for  the  amount  of  business  done,  in  the 
county  offices.  In  the  county  of  Washington,  there  was  nearly  as  largo 
an  amount  of  population,  as  in  the  county  of  Allegheny,  yet,  in  the 
eounty  offices,  of  the  county  of  Allegheny,  there  was  a  vast  deal  more 
bnsiness  done,  than  in  the  county  of  Washington.  The  reason  of  this, 
was,  that  one  was  an  agricultural  county,  and  the  other  was  made  up,  in  a 
great  measnre,  of  a  commercial,  and  manufacturing  population.  Where- 
ver there  were  a  great  many  bargains  made,  there  would  be  found,  to 
arise,  a  great  many  disputes,  consequently,  all  trading  communities 
would  have  a  great  deal  more  business  to  be  done,  in  their  courts,  and 
county  offices,  than  agricultural  districts.  We  must,  then,  find  some 
other  basis,  than  the  number  of  tax  ible  inhabitants.  The  division  of  offi- 
ces must  be  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  business  done,  and  that  can 
be  ascertained  at  Ilarrisburtr,  as  well  as  any  othei  place.  Returns  are 
made  from  the  diflerent  otllces  in  the  State,  of  the  amount  of  business 
done,  to  the  Auditor  General,  of  the  Stale,  and  you  can  there,  just  as  readi- 
ly ascertain  the  amount  of  business  done  in  each  county,  as  at  the  county 
offices.  The  Legislature,  then,  can  take  up  these  returns,  at  the  end  of 
three  years,  and  separate,  or  consolidate  the  offices,  as  the  necesbity  of  the 
case  may  require,  and  by  this  means,  at  the  end  of  every  three  years, 
these  offices  would  be  regulated,  just  as  well  as  thousfh  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  was  adopted.  The  number  of 
taxables,  would  not,  even,  ;rive  a  probability,  of  the  amount  of  bu- 
siness done,  in  a  county ;  therefore,  it  would  be,  an  entirely  erroneous 
basis,  and  ouglit  not  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Dickey  took  the  same  view  of  this  matter,  which  the  gentleman 
from  Allegheny  had  taken,  and  thought  the  amendment  of  tlie  gentleman 
from  Chester^  entirely  unnecessary,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  prevail,  be] 
eause  it  will  tend  to  restrict  the  people,  in  consolidating  and  dividing  theif 
oScosi  as  they  may  desire,  tbrotigb  the  Lej^islature.    Now»  ba  tb^ught, 
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that  they  ought  to  have  the  power,  every  three  years,  of  dividing  and  c<m* 
aolidating  their  offices,  to  meet  their  own  convenience.  In  the  county  of 
Beaver,  the  offices  were  consolidated,  and  they  had  hut  two  offices,  bat  as 
the  county  was  rapidly  increasing  in  population,  wealth,  and  business,  it 
might  be  npoessary,  in  three  years  after  the  Constitution  went  into  opera* 
tion,  to  divide  the  offices,  and  inc*tease  the  number  of  officers.  Should  the 
people  of  that  county  not  have  the  right  to  ask  this  of  the  Legislature  ? — 
Certainly,  they  should.  But  this  amendment,  if  adopted,  would  preclude 
thera  from  doing  so.  The  Governor  has  always  been  elected  for  three 
years,  and  these  officers  have  been  appointed  for  three  years,  and  it  was 
now  proposed  to  elect  them  for  three  years,  so  that  that  appeared  to  be  the 
Mtabiished  time  at  which  changes  should  be  made  in  the  arrangement  of 
these  offices.  The  time  for  making  changes,  should  certainly  be  shorter 
than  six  years.  The  offices  being  filled  for  three  years,  the  Legislature 
would  not  be  troubled  with  the  matter  short  of  that  time,  but  at  the  expi- 
ration of  that  period,  they  ou^ht  to  have  the  power  of  making  such  altera- 
tions, as  the  people  might  desire.  He  lioped,  therefore,  that  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  might  not  prevail. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  was  in  favor  of  tb.e  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Chester,  (Mr.  Bell)  and  he  could  sec  no  necessity  in  making  an  apology 
to  the  committee,  for  detaining  them  a  few  minutes,  in  giving  his  views  on 
the  subject,  neither  did  he  think  it  necessary,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Chester  should  have  apologised  for  troubling  the  committee,  because,  any 
gentleman  who  spoke  so  much  practical  good  sense  as  that  gentlemaoi 
would  always  be  listened  to  with  attention  by  the  committee.  We  have 
oome  here  to  perform  a  work,  whicli  is  in  all  likelihood,  to  last  for  ages* 
and  we  should  approach  it  with  caution  and  due  consideration.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens)  had  said,  that  we  might  fix  this  thing 
any  how,  at  present,  and  put  it  in  proper  form  on  second  reading.  He 
did  not,  however,  think,  that  this  was  the  way  we  should  do  our  business* 
He  was  in  favor  of  scrutinizing  every  sentence,  and  word,  now,  which  we 
insert  in  this  instrument,  so  tliat  it  may  go  out  to  the  public  as  perfect 
as  possible,  if  we  send  it  out  before  it  comes  to  second  reading,  for  the 
consideration  of  the  public.  He,  himself,  should  be  in  favor  of  having 
this  arrangement  of  officers  made  but  once  in  seven  years,  but  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana,  (Mr.  Clarke)  had  expressed  an  intention  of  propos- 
ing a  change,  in  the  time  of  making  the  enumeration  of  taxable  inhabitants, 
from  seven  to  six  years,  for  the  sake  of  convenience,  he  did  not  know  that 
he  should  object  to  that  time.  He  should  at  least,  be  in  favor  of  that 
length  of  time,  so  that  there  should  be  as  few  fluctuations  as  possible  in 
these  offices.  Gentlemen  might  talk  as  they  pleased,  but  popular  opinion 
was  not  always  right,  any  more  than  any  other  opinion ;  therefore,  he 
should  go  for  having  some  fixed  time,  for  making  these  arrangements. 

Mr.  Bell  had  listened  to  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny  with  some  at- 
tention, and  so  far  as  his  county  was  concerned,  the  number  of  taxables 
might  not  form  a  just  criterion  to  judge  from,  but,  he  would  ask  that  gen- 
tleman, if  it  would  not  be  a  just  criterion  for  a  large  majority  of  the  coun- 
ties, which  were  agricultural  counties.  He  was  of  opinion,  that  the  bus- 
iness of  all  the  counties  in  the  Stiite,  excepting  Philadelphi.i,  Allegheny, 
mnd  Schuylkill,  could  be  determined  on  by  the  number  of  taxable  inhabi- 
tants*   His  amendment  was  based  on  the  number  of  taxable  inhabitanti^ 
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and  when  we  are  seeking  a  basis,  we  must  take  that  which  is  meet  gent* 
ral  and  applicable  to  the  whole  State.  He  would  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Allegheny,  whether  it  was  not  necessary,  that  the  Legislature  should  have 
some  general  rule  for  their  guidance,  and  if  so,  what  other  rule  would  be 
applicable  in  this  Commonwealth*  The  gentleman  from  Beaver  (Mr. 
Dickey)  objects  to  the  amendment,  because,  the  time  is  too  long,  and 
says,  that  the  people  should  have  the  opportunity  of  asking  for  a  division 
and  consolidation  of  these  offices  frequently,  and  at  most  every  three  yenrf* 
Why,  did  the  gentleman  not  know,  that  the  people  never  troubled  the  Le<* 
gislature,  in  relation  to  such  triding  matters  as  these.  It  was  none,  but 
the  demagogues,  who  meddled  in  such  matters ;  men,  who  expected  to 
derive  some  benefit  from  it.  These  were  the  persons  who  were  continu- 
ally harrassing  the  I^egislature,  in  relation  to  these  matters.  He  had  no 
objection  to  see  the  time  for  making  these  arrangements,  fixed  at  three, 
four,  five,  or  six  years  ;  but,  as  the  Constitution  provided  for  the  enume* 
ration  to  be  made  every  seven  years,  he  took  that  to  be  the  most  suitable 
time.  He  was  willing  to  except  from  the  operation  of  this  clause,  the 
county  of  Allegheny,  if  it  will  not  work  well  there,  as  he  thought  that 
county,  and  perhaps,  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  were  the  only 
counties  in  the  State  where  it  would  not  work  admirably  well.  He,  him- 
self,  would  prefer  a  shorter  time,  if  it  could  be  fixed,  but,  he  thought  gen- 
tlemen must  see  the  necessity  of  having  some  particular  period  designated, 
for  the  Legislature  to  act  on  this  subject,  with  reference  to  the  true  inter- 
ests of  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth.  It  was  impossible,  pursuing 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  gendeman  from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickey)  to  as- 
certain the  precise  wishes  of  the  people,  in  relation  to  these  matters,  at 
any  particular  time,  without  going  into  a  system  of  legislation,  which  will 
be  endless  ;  and,  he  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny,  (Mr.  For- 
ward) looking  at  Pennsylvania  as  she  is,  an  agricultural  Commonwealth, 
generally,  what  other  rule  he  can  furnish,  which  will  operate  uniformly, 
or  as  nearly  so  as  the  one  he  had  proposed.  We  all  agree,  that  one  man, 
in  many  of  the  counties,  can  execute  the  duties  of  the  offices,  yet  we  can- 
not pretend  to  say,  what  the  state  of  the  offices  may  be  twenty  years 
hence.  If  you  take  the  northern  range  of  counties,  all  the  offices  com- 
bined are  not  enough  to  support  the  officer,  but  in  the  course  of  time,, 
those  now  wilderness  counties,  will  be  flourishing  and  thickly  populated 
districu?,  and  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Legislature  to  interfere,  and  re- 
gulate the  number  of  officers  in  the  several  counties,  but  it  would  not  do  to 
trust  them,  to  be  making  these  arrangements  at  any  time  they  please.  It 
might  be,  that  the  objection  of  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny,  in  reference 
to  his  own  county,  had  some  weight ;  yet,  it  applied  but  to  a  single 
county,  and  it  still  appeared  to  him,  that  the  business  of  a  manufacturing 
district,  was  increased  only  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  inhabitants.-^ 
The  amount  of  population,  in  manufacturing  districts,  was  greater  than 
that  of  agricultural  districts  ;  consequently,  the  business  of  those  districts, 
in  their  county  offices,  must  be  greater.  If,  however,  gentlemen  could 
point  to  any  more  certain  rule  than  this,  he  would  be  willing  to  adopt  it ; 
but,  he  took  it  to  be  absolutely  neces.*(ary,  that  we  should  adopt  some  pro- 
vision, prohibiting  the  Legislature  from  interfering  continually  in  this 
matter. 
Mr.  AoNBw,  of  Beavery  said  the  gentleman  from  Chester  seemed  to  ho 
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in  dread  of  some  imaginary  evil.  For  forty-seven  years  we  haTO  lived 
under  the  provision  of  the  present  Constitution,  he  had  heard  of  no  evil 
which  had  actually  existed.  The  Governor  has  had  the  sole  diBpositioa 
of  the  offices,  and  he  could  vest,  by  the  power  of  appointment,  office  on 
any  one.  Why  should  the  course  be  changed?  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that 
he  would  not  change  when  expediency  required  it,  as  Hoon  as  (he  Legis- 
lature ?  He  did  not  know  what  evil  was  to  be  apprehended  utider  the 
amendment.  Had  not  the  Legislature  the  power  to  regulate  the  offices  by 
by  law  ?  What  more  was  desired  ?  Could  changes  be  made  oftener  than 
in  three  years  ?  The  gentleman  from  Chester  said  he  had  no  objection 
to  every  third  year.  What  did  the  gentleman  complain  of?  Changes 
could  not  be  made  so  often  as  once  a  year.  An  officer  could  not  be  put 
out  of  office  until  his  term  had  expired.  If  the  periods  of  the  enumeration 
ire  changed,  the  officers  would  have  to  be  appointed  at  different  times: 
and  it  would  be  better  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislature  to  apply  some  fixed 
rules.  His  chief  object,  however,  in  rising,  was  to  enquire  what  evil  is 
intended  to  be  remedied  ?  The  Legislature  might  be  trusted  to  exercise  its 
own  discretion.  We  have  ten  thousand  interests  on  which  the  Legisla- 
ture nets,  in  accordance  with  tlie  wishes  and  wants  of  the  community.— 
For  what  purpose  then  is  it  desired  to  restrict  legislative  action  in  this  in- 
stance ?  Would  that  body  give  itself  business  and  trouble  for  nothing  ? — 
We  have  gone  on  for  forty-seven  years,  and  have  experienced  none  of  the 
evils  which  the  gentleman  pictures  as  so  great  and  glowing.  It  would  be 
as  well  to  tie  up  ihe  hands  of  the  Legislature  on  any  other  subject  as  on 
this.  It  is  a  body  placed  over  us  to  examine  into  our  wants,  and  to  dis- 
cover what  will  be  for  our  benefit.  Are  we  now  afraid  that  it  will  do~- 
what  ?  He  scarcely  knew  what,  unless  to  give  itself  trouble.  You  would 
compel  the  Legislature  to  act  when  it  is  not  required  to  acL  The  answer 
is — the  Legislature  could  not  act  oftener,  if  required.  Then  why  endeavor 
to  compel  it  to  do  so.  It  is  placed  over  us,  and  made  answerable  to  us« 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  such  matters.  He  saw  no  cause  for  such 
accurate  legislation. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to 
sit  again  to-morrow,  and 

The  Convention  adjourned. 


PENNSYLVANU  CONVENTION,  1887.  448 

tiMff  controlled  as  it  was  believed  to  be»  by  the  influence,  and  for  the  pro* 
motion  of  secret  associations,  was  one  of  the  strongest  exciting  causes  of 
the  election  of  Governor  Ritnbr. 

**  When  the  public  sentiment  at  length  declared  itself,  on  this  subject 
and  burst  open  the  doots  of  honor  and  confidence,"  it  became  liis  duty, 
as  far  as  could  be  legally  and  properly  done,  to  **  correct  the  procedure.'* 
The  power  of  removal  was  elsewhere,  placed  by  the  Constitution.  The 
only  corrective,  therefore,  was  to  neutralize  the  evil,  by  appointing,  spa- 
ringly, in  different  parts  of  the  Slate,  men,  whose  character,  for  intelli- 
gence and  honesty,  was  equal  to  any,  and  whose  entire  freedom,  from 
oaths  and  promises,  unknown  to  the  law,  made  them  clear  of  suspicion 
as  its  ministers.  It  is  also  proper  to  state,  that  none  were  appointed, 
except  upon  the  urgent  solicitation  of  citizens  of  the  Ticinity,  as  will 
appear  by  the  petitions  on  file  in  this  office. 

It  was  suggested  to  the  undersigned,  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  exhi- 
bit, in  this  report,  the  cost  of  audits,  in  the  diflerent  courts  of  Philadel- 
phia city,  and  county.  A  circular  was  accordingly  addressed  to  the  Pro- 
thonotaries  and  Clerks,  requesting  the  necessary  information.  A  reply 
has  only  been  received,  from  the  Prothonotory  of  the  court  of  Common 
Pleas,  who  states  that  the  nuaiber  of  auditors,  annually  appointed  by  the 
court,  may  be  set  down  at  twenty-four,  with  the  cost  to  the  parties  of 
82,000  per  annum. 

Statement  D,  prepared  by  the  Auditor  General,  exhibits,  so  far  as  that 
officer  can  furnish  it,  the  amount  of  fees,  received  by  the  several  county 
officers  of  the  Commonwealth.  From  which  it  appears,  that  the  gross 
income  of  the  officers  in  question,  for  one  year,  is  about  81 17,032  97,  in 
forty-eight  counties,  including  the  incomes  of  the  Prothonotaries  of  two 
of  the  Supreme  court  districts.  If  to  this  be  added,  the  like  proportion 
•f  emoluments,  in  the  counties  not  embraced  in  the  statement,  the  total 
for  one  year,  will  be  about  8128,000. 

Statement  E,  exhibits  the  information  required  by  the  Convention  in 
the  resolution  requesting  '^  the  number  of  officers,  (exclusive  of  judicial 
officers,  Prothonotaries,  Registers,  Recorders,  and  Clerks  of  the  several 
county  courts,)  appointed  by  the  Governor,  setting  forth  their  several 
titles,  terms  of  office,  compensation,  and  the  places,  wherein  they  exercise 
their  offices,**  so  far  as  the  records  of  this  department  contain  it.  No 
means  are  possessed  of  ascertaining  the  emoluments  of  notaries  pnblic* 
commissioners  of  deeds  in  other  states,  and  of  many  other  officers  em- 
braced in  the  list. 

All  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

THO.  H.  BURROWES, 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Hon.  John  Serosant, 

President  of  Convention* 
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A. 

List  of  all  the  Ju9tice$'  of  the  Peace  and  ^Idermftn,  in  the  severaf  countiet  a/  th» 
Commonvfealth  of  Penmylvaniaf  with  the  datra  of  their  respective  appuniments, 
at  the  tame  stand  entered  on  the  Commistion  Jiooht,  in  the  office  of  the  SecretOf 
rv  of  the  Commonivealthf  from  December  2Qth,  1808,  to  the  23d  day  of  May, 
1837* 

ADAMS  COUNTY. 


Sampson  Smith  King 
Gtorge  WHsh 
David  MiHdIakauf 
DaTid  Willis 
John  Garvin 
Samuel  Sloan 
George  Kerr 
Adam  Walter  Jr. 
George  Zeiclrr 
Samuel  H.  Rusfell 
Alexander  Caldwell 
Joel  B.  Danner 
Samuel  A  Laivver 
John  F.  McFarlana 
Jacob  Keller 
Samuel  Derhorow 
Jahn  Shorh 
Jacob  Will 
Michael  R.  NuaeeaT 
John  Aulenback 
John  L.  Gubcrnator 
George  Brown 
John  Morning^tar 
Rnbert  Mcllvain 
Michael  D.  G.  PfeifTer 
James   Clark 
Jacub  Melhorn 
Joseph  R.  Henry 
Joseph  Kepner 
8dm ucl  Lilly 
Henry  Brinkarhoff 
Ahraham  King 
Samuel  S.  Caldwall 
Thomas  M'Crearj 

James  Young 
James  Johnston 
John  Wilson 
William  Arthurs 
Arthur  F.  Gow 
David  Gilleland  Jr. 
Thomas  Johnston 
Alba  Fisk 

James  C  Cummings 
William  H.  Hays 
James  Blukely 
John  Sarvcr 
Robert  Glass 
Alexander  Miller 


March  11,    1817 
Feb.  22,  1819 
May  17,  1820 
March   5,  1823 
Dec.     2,   1823 
June  28,  1827 
Oct  17.    1827 
March  26,  1829 
Feb  21,  1831 
Ocl'r  8,  1832 
Dcc*r  24,    1833 
do.     4,  1835 
do.  18,  1833 
do.  4,  1835 
March  31,  1824 
Dec'r  14,   1829 
June  10,  1833 
April  17,1835 
July    10,  1834 
April  S,  1809 
March  18.  1817 
March  27,  1818 
Feb,  26,   1825 
May  19,  1826 
June  28   1827 
Nov*r.2, 1831 
June  3,  1833 
April    10,  1834 
Sept'r.  3,  1835 
NovV    19,  1823 
DecV.  2,  1823 
do.  13,  1823 
OctV.  4. 1827 
Juno  12,  1834 


James  Robinetta 
Anderson  Ewing 
James  Robinette 
Thompson  T.  Bonner 
James  MrElwee 
t^amuel  Blake 
John  Mvcrs 
Levi  Miller  Jr. 
William  McGrew 
Charles  F.  Keener 
Williiim  B.  McGrew 
James  Bell  Jr. 
Jacob  Fidler 
Simon  Becker 
James  Will 
James  Wilson 
James  Cunningham 
Isaac  Robinson 
Thiimas  Reed 
James  McKesson 
James  McDevit 
Zephaninh  Herbert 
James  Russel 
William  P.  Paxton 
Jnmes  McAllister 
Robert  W.  Middlcton 
Frederick  Diehl 
Ji)80[)h  Fink 
D.ivid  Shriver 
Frederick  W.  Hoehler 
Charles  Kcttlewell 
John  Brough 
George  Taylor  Sr. 
iVicholas  Bushey, 


ALLEGHENY  COUNTY. 


March  22,  1813 
Feb.  27,  1815 
Feb.  27.  1818 
Dec.  15.  1823 
Feb.  26.  1824 
June  18,  1824 
Jan.  3.  1825 
June  4,  1829 
Jan.  13,  1830 
Feb.  15,1831 
March  30,  1831 
Feb.  12,  1833 
Jan.  14,  1834 
Oct.  28,  1834 


John  Gillelan 
Thomas  Chess 
Isaac  Williams 
John  Patterson 
James  Carter 
Thomas  Vemer 
Hoberi  Williamson 
Hhinehart  A.  Bausman 
J  irnos  !!>tcel 
Ja  IPS  McCrearv 
Will  am  Johnston 
And.ew  McCurdy 
Jo  in  A.  Nesbit 
iSamuel  Riddle  Jr. 


Ffll>'y.  18.    im 
May  37,  18SS 
Feb.  18,  182S 
March  S,  18» 
April  1,  1 823 
Oct  31,  1825 
Jan.  28,  18S6 
March  8,  1883 
June  28,  1814 
March  29,  1821 
Oct  30,  1821 
June  12,  1822 
Jan.  5.  1832 
Oct  25, 1883 
Oct  26,  1835 
Jan.  3,  1811 
Dec  IS,  18S3 
March  34,  1888 
Oct  3,  1888 
March  86,  1889 
May  31,  1835 
March  83,  1833 
May  19,  1836 

do 

do 
June  11,  1836 
Feb.  14,  1837 
March  19,  1836 
May  5,  1837 
August  5,  1836 
May  21,  1836 
June  11,  1836 
Jan.  15,  1836 
Sept  19,  1836 

Jan.  7,  1820 
Dec.  12,  1823 
May  5,  1824 
Dec  12,  1827 
August  19,  1888 
Dec.  16,  1829 
Feb.  21,1831 
March  18,  1831 
i>cc.  20,  1834 
Jan.  29,  1810 
Feb.  15,  1813 
May  25,  1815 
Dec  38,  1886 
Feb.  13,  1838 
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DtTidBoni 

Oct.  19,  ISIB 

TbomuPbiHpt 

do 

J.».L«^ 

Dee.  13.  1819 

Adam  Poller 

Dm;  7, 1819 

Robert  Bmkt 

April  30.  ISIQ 

William  Ewing 

August  18,   isn 

DzzUh  SuwBrt 

Soy.  31.  1831 

Jamea  Thomhurg 

Jan.29,  1810 

Robert  Cw.*her. 

Dw.  9,  1831 

ThomaaBrown 

April  1,  1813 

■WiUium  McJuiikin 

Dec.  14.  1S35 

James  McCalw 

March  14, 1818 

JamesEvBrii 

Much  3.  1809 

JoJm  il^Ievenaon 

March  19  1834 

Much  30  1831 

Amlrew  Crooks 

June  21,  IS3S 

George  Gm; 

Not.  U,  1836 

Thi-nianJ. Hewitt 

Augual    6.  1837 

Ch.ricf.  H.  Higbj 

ilo 

John  White 

June  9.  1833 

iCuret  Will 

April  IT,  ISIS 

Willi.mWoodburn 

Feb,  19,  1830 

Jamra  Mrnona 

Feb.  19.  I8S7 

David  Ouff 

March  1,  189S 

JobD  CalhooD 

Feb.  9.  1833 

J^n  Mitcbel 

Dec.  30,  less 

John  Gtmble 

April  U.  1839 

BobeitAnderaon 

April  14,  ieS7 

John  F.  Rieheide 

Nov.  U,  1838 

Hugh  Duff 

April?.  1838 

John  Sno.!En« 

Match  4,  1809 

KD!><.'tlFnr!<vthe 

1*0.  6,  1830 

Abrshim  Wliitalitt 

Feb.  6,  1811 

JohnNcdy" 

do 

Robert  Uorry 

Sept.  T,  181S 

AnJrcwSuman 

March  10,  ISIO 

Hminj  H.  Petenon 

March  30, 1821 

Robi'rt  Highlandr. 

Jin.  31.  1813 

June.  Cunnmghun 

Dec  8. 1833 

Thotnus  Gipann 

Feb.  3, 1817 

John  KiJdao 

M.rch  11,1834 

John  Crawlbid 

Oct.  4,  1831 

Win.  H.  Whilmmn 

March  27,  1830 

John  Snyder 

Feb.  26,  1834 

Burratl  Humilloti 

Ma;  20,  1830 

Hugh  Fleming 

March  16,  1834 

B>mi»l  Healh  Sr. 

Jan.  U.  1834 

Samuel  N<ul; 

Jan.  34  1836 

Michiet  Snee 

Nut.  9,  1836 

Robert  Hare 

August  19.  1839 

Samuel  Cochnn 

Dec  7.  1836 

AleiQtiJer  Olteraon 

Oct.  38.  1836 

JUDM  Eipj 

March  36, 1B13 

Thomaa  S,.mple 

No».  10.  1829 

John  8.  ScdU; 

Oct.  13. 1817 

Janic-M.  Riddle 

Dec  8. 1830 

Bunnel  H>rr. 

June  36.  1819 

Dec  14  1830 

MuMj  Peeblee 

March  10.  1831 

Tbomai  Cotton  Lewia 

August  9,  1881 

Robert  A.  Campbell 

April  13,  1831 

Feb.  13.  1833 

Tbnmu  Barlow 

do 

William  W.  Hiekey 

Nov.  SO.  183* 

William  Robinson 

May  13.  1833 

Edward  McCorklo 

Feb.  33.  1836 

Horatio  Wnghier 

do 

John  Brown 

Dec.  1, 1836 

J»n,MH.Sev.ctl 

Sept.  9,  1814 

ChatlcaCarolhereJr. 

March  3,  183S 

John  Brown 

January  12,  1835 

Thomaa  McCleary 

March  8.  183B 

JemriSlevenUM. 

March  18,  1S35 

Thomas  Daft 

March  15,  1836 

Andrew  Wati, 

Dec  24.  1813 

John  Kins 

March  31.  1837 

Bohcrl  Porter 

Jul;  7,  1818 

D;ivi4  1)Lin-min 

Feb.  IB,  1836 

Willwm  tJuncBti 

March  31,1833 

Era.lii»P«rcival 

Dec  19.1836 

B«,nr  H.l-arry 

December  8, 1833 

J..hH  Oliver 

April  19,  1837 

Geo.  Weshinpon  ManinMarcli  16.  1824 

Wiliaiii  Reno 

March  31. 1837 

John  Graham 

Dec  38.  1826 

ArrhibaldS.McCoxd 

June  9.  1836 

January   6,  1831 

MehjlBtVoetiy 

April  19.  1837 

Peter  Allen  Brhan 

Feb.  3,  1837 

Robert  Dunn 

June  9,  1836 

ARMS'IKO.NG 

COUNTY. 

George  Mean* 

Doc»,    H23 

Philiu  Bahlen 

April  35. 1830 

Alei-nac  McCin 

March  23.  1824 

William  W   Gibion 

April  11,  1837 

George  Elliott 

March  12,  183!) 

John  McCluny 

Feb.  88.  1831 

John  McGarraush 

Uclobei  fl.  1839 

liavi,!  Scott 

Nareh  4,  1833 

John  Monia 

Nov.  U.  1835 

I(,.!>0fl  Creiwell 

Nov.  9,  1836 

William  Curll 

Feb.  2fi.  1825 

J,.hn  DcBliy 

March  11,  1814 

Matthew  McKiltip 

March  11.  1835 

Joseph  ShifldJ 

Junes,   1837 

William  SmullBn 

March  1 1, 1835 

Jam**  Adarai 

Jun,  21.  1838 

Williun  Roniv  Jr. 

April  3,  1828 

JtmM  Goo 

April  13.  1SS9 

Feb.  13.  1833 

Samuel  Marshall 

June  5,  1838 

JeeeeCooluon 

August  38.  1834 

Elisha  H.  Bailey 

HoT.:7,  1836 

JohnHideley 

Dec  30, 1831 

Bnoa  McBride 

Decs.  1B35 

MutFgnlk. 

March  24, 1817 

D^Tid  MeCtotHi) 

April  ?8,  1830 

PltOeBEDINOa  AND  DBBITM, 


Bftfid  Johnston 
Samiiel  Matlhews 
Jamot  E,  Bromi 
Frederick  Rohrer 
Bamnd  Mcltee 
John  Hill 
Jnmef  Pitzt^erald 
Robert  McKifson 
D4niel  Keppel 
Eliae  McCUine 
John  LtfiTerty 
JoMph  Orr 
Jacob  Hill 
Enot  McBride 
James  Hill  8en« 
Wm.  P.  Rupp 

Michael  Brfker 
Daniel  Christy 
John  Kerr 
Wm.  Tidbale 
James  Scott 
Stephen  Philips  Sen. 
Wjliiam  Elhott 
James  Lake 
David  Grordon, 
John  Thompson 
Robert  McFerran 
John  Ewing 
Thomas  Foster 
Joseph  Miller 
Jacob  Frank 
James  Lo^an 
Charles  S.  Reno 
Thomas  Williams 
William  Bayle 
Robert  Herron 
Frederick  Haymaker 
Benjamin  Adams 
J4me.s  Martin 
David  Baiss 
Andrew  Ingle 
James  Johnston 
Samuel  Jackson 
Wm.  Lowrey 
James  Cochran 
John  Nedbit 
John  M'Clymondi 
John  Beer 
John  Imbrie 
Wm.  Nesliit 
Robert  Ramsey 
Nathaniel  Hamet 
Wm,  Moginness 
Robert  M'Clelland 

Antiiony  Shoemaker 
Fltncii  KiQd«( 


April  14,  1817 
March  18,  1818 
October  27.  1833 
Dec  13,  1829 
April  31»  1831 
Dec  16,  1818 
May  16,  1826 
Feb.  31,  1828 
June  30,  1828 
Feb.  27,  1833 
Oct.  31,  1833 
Dec.  10,  1833 
Sept.  22,  1834 
Jan.  34, 1818 
Jan.  20,  2820 
Dec  13,  1836 

BEAVER 

March  SI,  1809 
April  28,  1809 
Feb.  23,  1819 
Jaly  3,  1821 
March  21,  1839 
January  12,  1831 
April  4,  1833 
January  26, 1816 
January  26,  1816 
March '30,  1822 
March  21,  1829 
January  12, 1830 
March  28,  1836 
May  27,  1835 
Dec.  1, 1835 
Dec.  14,  1814 
Miy  10,  1815 
March  14,  1817 
Dec  17,  1819 
Dec.  17,  1819 
March  30,  1822 
March  24,  1823 
August  12,  1823 
March  27,  1824 
Jan.  19,  1825 
April  13,  1825 
Dec  13,  1836 
March  31, 1809 
August  28,  1813 
August  28,  1812 
March  30,  1822 
Nov.  10,  1824 
Feb.  23, 1830 
Feb.  14, 1831 
March  18,  1831 
June  9,  1832 
Jan.  22,  1835 
Jan.  22, 1835 

.BEDFORD 
Angus!  23.  1810 
Jhc,  18»  1836 


John  Calhoun 
John  'J'hom 
Alexander  ClaA 
Joseph  Lowry 
Wm.  Coulter 
Alexander  Foster  Sen. 
Thomas  Wilson 
Ebenezer  Smith 
Wm.  T.  Smith 
Thomas  McKelvcy 
Joseph  M.  Jordan 
James  Chambers 
Thomas  Hickenlooper 
Jocob  Alter 
John  Bojd 
J<)hn  Templeton 

COUNTY 

Richard  D.  Hudson 
David  White 
James  Warnock 
Joseph  T.  Dcdhane 
Jordan  M.  Nye 
John  T.  Cunningham 
James  Frew 
John  M^Lane 
John  Boggs 
David  Sheaner 
John  Neely 
John  Schreiber 
Charles  S.  Reno 
James  B.  Clow 
John  Boles 
Enos  Hill 
Laac  Walper 
Solomon  Bennett 
Martin  Fisher 
David  Wnrcester 
Henry  Davis 
'J 'homes  McGuire 
James  D.  Eaken 
John  Ferguson, 
Alexander  Akin 
Richard  A.  Carleton 
Daniel  D.  Garon 
Matthew  Brooks 
Wi  liam  Porter 
John  Martin 
E!ihu  T.  Pugh 
James  Jackson 
David  Porter 
William  Conn 
John  Slants 
Andrew  Welsh 
Alexander  McConaby 
Joseph  McCreary 

COUNTY. 


Henry  Snider 


Die  IS,  lest 

D«^1S.18SS 
Dec.8«I8Sd 
July  %  18S4 
Jan.  81 »  18S9 
Feb.  13,  183S 
Dec.  27,  188S 
Nov.  23.  1895 
March  29,  1836 
June  8,  1836 
March  19,  1836 
May  20.  1836 
May  20,  1836 
Feb.  3,  1836 
April  28,  1836 
Marh  29, 1836 

April  7,  1835 
Dec  5,  1815 
Feb.  13. 1816 
April  4,  1833 
April  4,  1833 
Dec  24.  1833 
April  24.  1834 
June  3,  1834 
July  3, 1821 
Dec  8,  1823 
Jan.  1 1,  1838 
March  11,  1898 
Not.  SO,  1888 
June  82, 1830 
AprU  8.  1831 
June  9. 1838 

do.     do 
Feb.  3,  1834 
April  6,  1835 
Juno  28.  1835 
March  28,  1836 
Jan.  16,  1837 
April  3,  1837 
March  29,  1837 
March  30,  1837 
Fel).  8,  1837 
April  8,  1889 
Feb.  14,  1881 
March  15.  1831 
June  9,  1838 
Jan.  2,  1833 
Jan,  2,  1833 

do.    dow 
Dec  16,  1834 
Feb.  25,  1835 
April  7,  1835 

do.    do. 
May  17,  1837 

Feb.  17, 1880 

April  4, 1691 
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Wm.  M*Inlii» 
Henry  Uoke 
David  Fore 
Dftvid  Rowland 
Jacob  HfM 
Andrew  Mann 
William  Watt 
John  Jordan 
Emanuel  8ipe 
WUIiam  Hart 
John  T.  Davia 
John  Davia 
Matthjaa  Cline, 
John  Cheanot 
Robert  Campbell 
John  Piper 
John  Alexander 
Lewia  Keith 
Joaeph  Edwarda 
George  M'Kinney 
Iraac  Kensinger 
Charles  Aschom 
Chriatopber  C.  Enslow 
Henrv  Whilt 
Jno.  Westley  Akera 
BaTid  C.  Tate 
Jacob  Adams 
Henry  Weaver 
Elijah  Perdew 
BaTid  Fetter, 
George  Blankley 
John  Gump 
Samuel  Cessna 
Jacob  Bruner 
Philip  Hardinger 
George  McCoy 
David  Bonnell, 
Josiah  Miller 
Jacob  Anderson 
Henry  Maltingly 

Cbriatopher  Sherer 
John  Addams 
William  Shoener 
John  Frantz 
Matthiis  Richards 
Edward  B.  Hubley 
Joseph  Tyson 
Curtis  Lewis 
Peter  A  u  rand 
John  Miller 
Henry  Betz 
John  8.  Heister 
Matthias  S.Richarda 
Jonathan  D.  Heister 
Peter  Nagle,  jur. 
Jacob  SalUde, 
David  Rightmeyer 
Lloyd  Wharton 


Dec.  2i,  1833 

do.    dpt 
Feb.  95, 1835 
Dec.  13, 1820 
March  16, 1834 
Not.  9, 1839 
April  12,  1834 
Juno  13,  1832 
March  16.  1824 
April  6,  1.830 
AprU  1,  1833 
Feb.  15,  1813 
August  7,  1821 
March  12,  1828 
April  1,  1833 
March  9,  1810 
March  12,1811 
Dec.  4,  1878 
Jane  13, 1822 
Jan.  11,  1825 
Feb.  25, 1825 
Feb.  1, 1816 
Dec.  4,  1818 
Dec.  12,  1831 
Jan.  2, 1832 
Feb.  20,  1835 
Feb.  18.  1817 
March  22,  1823 
April  23,  1823 
April  2, 2830 
Dec.  11,  1834 
Sept.  2,  1818 
May  2,  1 827 
Jan.  20,  1817 
April  12,  1820 
Dec.  15, 1828 
Feb.  1,  1810 
June  13,  1822 
May  17,  1832 
June  16, 1834 

BERKS 

Sept.  17,1813 
Mny  13,  1816 
March  24, 1819 
Oct.  17,  1820 
Nov.  3,  1823 
Dec.  3,  1823 
Dec  8,  1823 

do 
Dec.  12,  1823 

do 

do 
Dec  15,  1823 
April  4,  1827 
June  5, 1827 
August  1, 1828 
March  5, 1830 
July  25, 1831 
Oct  19, 1831 


Anthony  Blackburn 
Milford  Tn^trell 
Duncin  MtfVicktr 
John  Lindsay 
Nicholaa  Kegg 
William  Crisamas 
Joseph  B.  Ake 
John  Hardman 
William  Atlee  Vickroy 
Alexander  McGregor 
John  Ake,  Junr. 
Jacob  Claar 
Richard  Shirley 
George  Linginfelter 
Thomas  Wallia 
Adam  Black 
Edward  McGraw 
Christian  Goat 
Henry  Bridentbal 
Alexander  W.  Kinney 
Henry  Fluck 
John  Bingham 
John  Rowser 
Edward  Pearson 
James  Dougherty 
Jacob  Radebaugh 
Thomas  R.  Gettys 
J  icob  Bonnel 
Jacob  Fletcher 
Henry  Hoblitzell 
Jacob  Ripley 
Samuel  Drenning 
Jamea  King 
Abraham  Clevinger 
James  Lane 
Thomas  Speer 
Henry  Mcssersmith 
John  Reiley 
John  G.  Martin 
I  Charles  McDowell 

COUNTY. 

Elijah  Bowen 
Jacob  Walbom 
John  Reigle, 
Philip  A.  Good 
Jiicob  Ticc 
William  J.  Sheaff 
George  Hamer 
Frederick  Muth  Jr. 
Adam  Shoener 
John  Potteiger 
Myles  Green 
John  Manderfield 
David  Difienbach 
John  Beitenman 
Henry  Lewars 
John  Miller 
George  Reagan, 
Charlei  AnguaUia  Kim 


March  20,  IMS 
May  6, 1829 
April  1, 1889) 
Nov.  4, 1836' 
Dec  1,  1886 
Nov.  3,  1820 
May  2, 1827 
April  7,  1828 
Aug.  16, 1832 
Dec  8,  1832 
June  18, 1835 
June  17, 1835 
Feb.  1,1810 
Feb.  1, 1810 
March  9. 1820 
March  29,  1821 
Aug.  31, 1829 
Oct  22, 1829 
Sept.  7, 1815 
Dec  11,  1838 
Jan.  11,  1825 
April  4, 1833 
Jan.  8,  1833 
April  1, 1833 
Nov.  5, 1835 
May  21,  1816 
Nov.  16, 1820 
June  10,  1833 
Oct  13, 1826 
July  18,  1828 
Dec  15, 1828 
April  27,  1830 
Feb.  15, 1836 
March  28,  18S6 
Feb.  15,  1836 
Feb.  27, 1836 
Aug.  15,1836 
Jan.  31, 1831 
Jan.  9,  1834 
Nov.  5,  1833 

Dec  16,1820 
March   16,  1823 
Dec  8, 1823 
Nov.  10,  1829 
Dec  12,  1829 
Dec  14,  1829 
Dec  18,  1833 
Feb.  12.  1834 
Jan.  3,  1835 
Jan.  12,  1835 
Nov.  14, 1835 
Dec.  1,  1835 
Dec  9,  1835 
March  1,  1820 
May  18, 1821 
Dec  12,  1823 
March  26,  1824 
NaT.  30,  1939 
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LewifReei 
Benjamin  Pvki 
Daniel  Feger 
WiilUm  Red 
Jacob  W.  MiUer 
Jacob  Ely 
Samuel  Babb 
John  Evana 
Eliaa  Mayer 
John  Guldin 
David  Jonea 
John  P.  Rutter 
Jacob  A.  Beyer 
Jacob  Fiaher 
Peter  Kline 
Daniel  Esterly 
George  L.  Leaf, 
Charlea  Ruth, 
Jacob  Jjevengood,! 
Jacob  U.  Schneider 
Jonathan  Cleaver 
-  Nicholaa  Hunter 
Henry  Boyer 
John   StaufTer 
Daniel  A.  Bertolet 
lliomaa  Rutter 
David  K.  BertoUette 
Jacob  Bowman 
George  Boone, 
Henrv  Mowrer 
Mordccai  Lewia,  (C) 
Evan  Evana 
David  Finger 
Jamea  Good, 
Eh  Trego 
Herman  Beard, 
Frederick  Linderman 
Caleb  Harriaon 
Joseph  Jackson 
John  Bollman 
Philip  Reitzel 
Datid  Shunk 
Charles  H.  Adama 
Jacob  Fry 
Henry  Boyer 
John  Vanderalice 
Joseph  D.  Bilca, 
William  F.  Duncan 
Frederick  Foils 
David  W.  Eirich 
Jacob  Gilbert  Shoch 
Richard  Adama 
John  Kirlin 
Philip  Brown 

Parley  Cobum 
Heniy  Russel 
Jeptha  Brainard, 
Samuel  Goro 


April  3, 1833 
Jan.  18, 1833 
Dec.  18,  1833 
July  1,  1835 
Nov.  10, 1829 
March  30,  1831 
March  10,  1835 
Oct  28, 1835 
Dec.  9,1835 
Dec.  30  1819 
May  3, 1819 
Dec  8,  1823 
Jan.  29,  1825 
March  14.  1825 
Oct  4, 1827 
Feb.  3,  1829 
Dec  34,  1833 
Oct  3,  1835 

do 
AprU  19,  1817 
Oct  21,  1824 
Jan.  24,  1827 
March  28,  1829 
Dec.  22,  1831 
March  9,  1833 
May  31,  18.33 
May  19,  1834 
Dec  9,  1835 
Dec  14,  1835 
Dec  1,  18S5 
Sept  30.  1812 
April  24, 1820 
May  25,  1820 
June  28,  1621 
Jan.  8,  1823 
July  13,  1825 
March  14,  1828 
AprU  24,  1834 
Doc.  12,1835 
Feb.  7,  1817 
Jan.  8,  1823 
Dec.  8,  1823 
March  11,  1831 
August  11,  1831 
Feb.  3,  1834 
Feb.  15,1809 
April  28,   1825 
^ov,  10,  1829 
Dec  7,  1829 
May  30,  1833 
March   10,  1835 
Dec  7,  1835 
Dec  1,  1836 
July  29,  1819 
BRADFORD 

March  4,  1819 
Sept  6,  1827 
Dec  29.  1830 
March  36, 1813 


David  Nice 

Samuel  Hoffman, 

Daniel  C.  Gcrldin 

larael  Derr 

John  Waggonhorat 

Jacob  Miesae, 

Valentine  Wagner, 

vlichael  Porst 

John  Shercr 

Daniel  Dcppen 

John  Opp 

Jacob  Hothermel 

George  Levan  Jr. 

Benjamin  Gehr 

James  Donagan 

Philip  Hock 

George  Heisler 

Daniel  Kemp 

Jacob  Levan 

Jacob  Greaff 

John  Deiaher 

Henry  Heist 

Benjamin  Delong 

Frederick  J.  Haller 
Jonathan  Haas 
Jonas  Rothrock 
John  Wanner 
John  M.  Riter 
Aaron  Allbright 
Peter  Gift 
John  Jackson 
David  Moyer 
Abraham  Behm 
John  Delcamp 
George  Schill 
Adam  Mensch 
Samuel  Lobach 
Lewis  F.  Kampman, 
George  K.  Rohrbach 
William  Walter 
Joseph  Kemp 
Frederick  Sigmund 
Samuel  Gregory 
Benjamin  Tyaon 
Thomoa  Morris 
Mordecai  Lewia 
Jacob  M.  Becker 
Thomas  H.  Jonea 
Jacob  George 
Jacob  Kline, 
Henry  Webber 
John  Rich 
John  Flammer 

COUNTY. 

Jared  Holcomb 
Noah  Murray 
Thomas  T.  Huaton, 
Charlea  Comatock 


Jan  36,  1831 
Dec  13,  183S 
Sept  8,  1838 
Sept  29,  18S4 
March  14,  1835 
August  16,  1838 

do 
Dec  18,  1828 
April  30,  1888 
Dec  10,  1829 
Feb.  4,  1834 
April  1,  1809 
April  1,  1814 
May  11,  1818 
Dec.  13, 1820 
May  18,  1821 
Oct  7, 1833 
Dec.  3,  1833 
Dec.  8,  1833 
Dec  13,  1838 
Sept  6,  1837 
March  14,   1838 
Nov.  16,  1830 
March   19,   1831 
March  38,  1831 
April  1,  1831 
Dec  13,  1833 
Dec.  10,  1834 
March  34,  1885 
Dec.  1,  1836 
Feb.  23,  1818 
May  85,  1830 
Dec  13,  1833 
June  5,  1837 
Dec  15,  1828 
Sept  34,  1839 
Sept  24,  1830 
Jan.  5,  1833 
Oct  3,  1834 
Dec  2.  1834 
Jan.  22,  1835 
Dec  9,  1835 
Dec    14,  1835 
Dec  1,  1835 
Jan.  4,  1836 
May  19,1836 
May  19,  1836 
Dec  6, 1836 
Feb.  11,  1837 
Feb.  10,  1835 
Dec  6, 1836 
March  3,  1837 
Dec.  6, 1836 


Jen.  30,  1813 
March  11,  1816 
Jan.  20.  1830 
March  6, 1888 
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Williston 
l^Ufiam  Smith 
8Um  C.  Perry 
JohnWatkins 
Daniel  Doune  Jr 
Daniel  Parke 
Thomas  OTerton 
Jarna^  Porter 
James  Ball 
Ephraim  W.  Bainl 
George  Kinney 
Castle  H.  Herrick 
James  Matlock 
Samuel  Wood 
Abtraro  Pierce 
Joseph  Stacy 
James  Gerould 
Abraham  Jones 
Reuben  Smead 
Samuel  Strait 
Charles  Taylor 
Samuel  H.  Baker 
Samuel  Pettingill 
Burton  Strait 
Shubel  Rowley 
Bethnel  Goff 
George  W.  Lewis 
John  B.  Clark 
Noah  Wilson 
Churehel  Bams 
Samuel  Knap 
DaTid  Soper 
Nathan  Wilcox 
Ebeneier  Kendall 
Uriah  Baxter 
Minm  Ballard 
Asa  Pratt 
Coiiklin  Baker 
Luman  Put  man 
Allen  McKean 
ElihuCase 

Henry  Alherton 
Moses  La  Rue 
Joseph  Burton 
Joshua  C.  Canby 
Samuel  Allen  Jr. 
Wm.  F.  Swift 
John  P.  Hood 
James  R.  Scott 
Martil  Mull 
Charles  Lombaert 
Aaron  Larue 
£dward  Yardley 
Allen  Lippencott 
Lewia  Swift 
Henry  Krewson 
JonaUian  LeffiBrt 
Ltmon  Banes 

TOL.  UI. 


March  8,  1825 
March  18,  1825 
Feb.  1,1827 
April  7,  1828 
March  30,  1831 
March  30,  1831 
March  25,  1833 
AprU  8, 1833 
June  11,1833 
Dec.  16,1^24 
April  6,  1835 
Dec  9, 1835 
March  28,  1812 
Dec.  18,  1812 
Feb.  5.  1818 
March  8,  1825 
April  7,  1828 
Dee.  31,  1829 
March  14,  1833 
May  10,  1815 
March  14.  1818 
Feb.  7.  1826 
June  22, 1835 
Feb.  15, 1832 
June  11,  1833 
Feb.  17,  1834 
July  14,    1834 
Jan.  16,  1835 
March  26,  1812 
Dec,  9,  1816 
Feb.  7,  1818 
March  14,  1818 
Feb.  17,  1820 
Dec.  13,  1820 
Dec.  13  1826 
March  24,  1828 
Sept.  3,  1828 
Dec.  24, 1830 
March   29,  1832 
Sept.  29,  1834 
April  20, 1835 

BUCKS 

Jan.  21,  1817 
July  24,  1820 
June  12,  1822 
March  28,  1823 
Dec.  8,  1623 
March  3,  1824 
Feb.  27,  1828 
March  28.  1818 
Jan. 2,  1829 
Oct.  16,  1829 
May  30,  1832 

do 
March  9,  1833 
April  25,  1831 
Jan.  2,  1833 
March  14,  1823 
Dec.  8, 1823 
i3 


Harvy  Morgan 
Eliphalet  Mason" 
Charles  Whitehead 
Wilbor  Bennett 
David  F.  Baratow 
George  Scott 
Frederick  Fisher 
William  Sill 
Alvin  T.  Myer 
Eliisha  S.  Goodrich 
Asa  Stevens 
Arunah  Wattles 
Lucius  Fuller 
Isaac  Seymour 
Jacob  C.  Wasburgh 
Ira  Crofut 
Charles  Brown  (T) 
Burr  Ridgway  (F) 
Theron  Darling 
Aaron  Chubbuek 
Jesse  Ross 
George  Runney 
Ira  Stevens 
Chauncey  Friable 
Samuel  Stevens  Jr, 
Jarvis  Buttles 
Jonas  Ingham 
Dyer  Ormsby 
William  Terry 
Francis  X.  Hornet 
John  Elliott 
Chester  Wells 
Ephraim  Beemaii 
Jacob  D.  Burbank 
Noel  Rouse 
Ezekiel  Curry 
David  Griswold  Jr. 
Alvan  W.  Thomas 
Isaac  Miller 
David  Palmer 
Silas  Noble 

COUNTY. 
Ijcvi  Bond 
John  Chapman 
Samuel  Atkinson 
Peter  Gwinner 
William  Baily 
John  Simpson 
Merrick  Reeder 
William  Fenton 
Jonathan  Ely  Jr. 
Samuel  Hart 
John  Dolby 
Josiah  Y.  Shaw 
Robert  Thompson 
John  Pugh 
James  Cummings 
Geo.  R.  Granthem 

John  Dungan 


May.  11,  1814 
Feb.  20,  1816 
July  5, 1821 
August  30,  182S 
July  2,  1829 
Nov.  26,  1829 

do     do 
March  1,  1830 
August  18;  1891 
Feb.  13.  1832 
March  6,  1833 
May  27,  1834 
Nov.  9,  1836 
March  28,  1812 
Nov.  23  1836 

do     do 
Jan.  20,  1823 
March  15,  1813 
Jan.  7,  1819 

do 
March  21, 1818 
April  6,  1827 
Nov.  30,  1829 
Feb.  23,  1831 
March  1,  1832 
March  18,  1833 
March  6,  1823 
March  27,  1834 
Jan.  24  1826 
Jan.  28,  1829 
April  13,  1829 
March  25, 1830 
Nov.  14,  1836 
August  4,  1836 
Juns  16,  1836 
Sept.  20,  1836 
May  9,  1837 
March  7,  1836 
April  1,  1836 

do     do 
July  6, 1836 

May  13,  1816 
March  22,  1817 
March  7,  1822 
Dec.  7,  1829 
August  5,  1811 
Jan.  14,  1812 
Dec  21,  1812 
Jan.  18,  1831 
Dec.  4, 1832 
March  26,  1833 
April  30,  1833 
Jan.  22,  1813 
May  24,  1817 
August  23,  1821 
Jan.  24,  1836 
Dec  7,  1829 
Dk.  12,  1829 
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WiUUm  AddiB 
Jacob  H.  Rogers 
M.  H.  Snyder 
John  Riale 
Junes  Jones 
John  Price 
Michael  Walter 
Jesse  Thomas 
William  H.  Henry 
David  Riale 
Cornelius  Sellers 
Abraham  F.  Stover 
Abraham  Sellers 
Henry  Eckel 
John  Harple 
John  Stryker 
Jacob  Dill 
Andrew  Walter 
David  Drissell 
Jacob  Clymer 
Michael  Fackenthall 
Jacob  Hooker 
John  Riley 
James  M.  Long 
Peter  Shelly 
Samuel  S.  Long 

Hugh  Henderson 
Jamee  McKee 
Robert  Reed 
William  McMichael 
John  Reynolds 
Samuel  E.  Harris 
Samuel  Kerr 
John  Murrin 
John  Neal  Jr. 
Thomas  Stephenson 
John  Christy 
Joseph  Kerr 
Andrew  Donaldson  Jr. 
Benjamin  Fletcher 
David  Kelly 
Levi  Duchess 
John  Anderson 
Robert  Scott 
William  Campbell 
John  Neymsn 
Samuel  Kinkead 
Jehn  Duffey 
William  Robb 
Maurice  Bredin 
Thomas  McCleary 
John  Sweeny 
James  McCurdy 
Daniel  McLaughlin 
Moees  Hanlin 
James  Cunningham 
David  McCandless 
JohaMcCMIand 


Dec  9, 1836 
do     do 
Dec  14, 1835 
Decs,  1818 
March  IS,  1819 
March  30,  1821 
April  4,  1825 
Nov.  25,  1828 
Feb.  27,  1628 
Dec  18,  1834 
Nov.  18,  1835 
Dec.  8, 1823 
March  24, 1830 
Juno  11,  1830 
Nov.  4, 1835 
Dec  8, 1823 
July  10,  1824 
August  3,  1824 
July  27, 1829 
July  8,  1883 
March  4,  1816 
March  3,  1817 
Dec  8,  1823 
Feb.  19,  1830 
March  7, 1832 
April  30, 1832 

BUTLER 

Dec.  8,1809 
March  7,  1812 
Jan.  24,  1820 
May  5,  1824 
May  16,  1826 
August  19,  1828 
August  31,  1830 
Oct  23.  1834 
Oct  28,  1835 

do     do 
April  26,  1815 
Dec  17,  1817 
April  14,  1827 
Oct  12, 1827 
Feb.  11,  1834 
April  11,1835 
April  14,  1835 
March  3,  1815 
Dec  14, 1813 
Dec.  12,  1816 

do     do 

do     do 
March  2, 1818 
March  29,  1821 
Feb.  4,  1825 
April  13,  1826 

do     do 
May  2,  1826 
April  3,  182^ 
Nov.  30,  1829 
Feb.  23,  1832 
Feb.  11,  1834 


Charles  Green 
N.  McCarty   Sr. 
Caleb  Foulke 
Jacob  Umith 
Daniel  Applebach 
John  G.  Griffith 
Joseph  Hough 
George  Burgstresscr 
Jacob  Kintner 
John  N.  SoUiday 
John  Addams 
David  White 
Daniel  Boileau 
Michael  H.  Jenks 
Aaron'fTomlinson 
Cearles  W.  Biles 
James  Townsend 
Morris  W.  Trego 
Joseph  H.  Yaidley 
Daniel  Poor 
Isaac  B.  Williams 
Samuel  Wetherill 
Josiah  Rich  Jr. 
William  H.  Rowland 
Jacob  Triechler 
John  M.  Purscell 

COUNTY. 

Robert  Camahan 
Abraham  Brinker 
Isaac  Lefever 
John  Dodds 
William  Walker 
James  Brown 
William  R.  Elliott 
William  Dixon 
Johnston  White 
Joshua  Stoolfire 
Christian  Buhl 
Robert  Boggs 
Daniel  Beltzhoover 
Robert  Brown 
William  McLean 
William  Simpson 
Boltzcr  G.  Goll 
Andrew  White 
Samuel  Kerk 
James  Frazier 
Robert  Martin 
John  Timeland 
Thomas  Sullivan 
Thomas  Chrisly 
John  Thompson 
Henry  Duflert 
Robert  Hamson 
George  A.  Kirkpatrick 
Robert  Stewart 
William  H.  McGiU 
Joseph  Justice 
Alexander  McBride 


Nov.  4, 1835 
March  7, 18S2 
Jan.  36, 1823 
Feb.  23, 1830 
April  15. 1833 
Nov.  4, 1835 
Nov.   10,  1829 
May  12,  1830 
March  29,  1631 
Dec  16, 1831 
Feb.  21, 1832 
Jan.  12,  1836 
Jan.  16, 1836 
March  2, 1836 
March  24,  1837 
March  18,1836 
Feb.  16,  1836 
April  25,  1836 
Dec  19,  1836 
March  1 9, 1836 
Oct  12, 1836 
Dec  12,  1836 
Feb.  20,  1837 
Feb.  16,  1837 
June  13,  1836 
June  8,  1836 

May  20,  1835 
May  13, 1817 
July  18,  1825 
AprU  20,  1829 
May  11,  1829 
July  14, 1829 
May  8,  1830 
Feb.  4, 1835 
Sept  9,  1835 
Dec  14,  1810 
March  17,  1813 
March  20,  1830 
March  31, 1823 
March  31,  1823 
March  17,  1824 
March  1,  1825 
April  13.  1825 
April  14,1827 
August  2,  1832 
Fob.  8,  1833 
March  7,  1815 
Dec  14,  1815 
June  2,  1819 
May  17,  1820 
March  27,  1827 
April  7,  1830 
Dec  21,  1831 
Sept  20,  1832 
Nov.  27,  1836 
March  31,  1836 
May  19  1836 
June  16,  1836 
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JoMph  HiUiard 
BfQuet  Dobbs 
Parker  C.  Purriance 

James  Meloy 
Cornelius  McDonald 
Riehard  Lewis 
Philip  Noon 
Anthony  Lambaugh 
Arnold  Downing 
James  McKinney 
Hugh  Gallagher 
James  McGeehen 
Jrmes  Kean  Jr. 
Michael  Dearmet 
Emericus  Bender 
John  Anderson 
Joseph  Trexeller 
Thinias  McGough 

Miehael  Bollinger 
Samuel  McKissen 
G«orge  Bare 
Philip  Wohlfart 
George  Buchanan 
Samuel  Miles 
John  Keen 
John  G.  Conser 
Jacob  Bollinger 
Philip  B.  Mosher 
John  Tonner 
James  Cook 
Willisro  Livingston 
Ezekicl  Evans 
Charles  Carpenter 
WUliam  Keatly 
Isaac  Haslctt 
John  Bell 
William  Murray 
Jame^  Glenn 
William  Hewes 
Creorge  Jack 
WUliam  McCosky 
Levi  Clemson 
J<^n  Barron 
John  Bell 
Christian  Dale  Jr. 
John  Adams 
Thomas  Barlow 
Jacob  Way 
James  Kinnear 
John  Dale 
Joseph  B.  Shugart 
Samuel  Way 
Petar  Br  Gray 

WiUiimSwbvt 


August  5,  1836 
March  29, 1836 
Feb.  24, 1837 


Daniel  Graham 
John  Henry 
David  Spear 


CAMBRIA  COUNTY. 


May  13, 1818 
March  23,  1820 
August  25,  1823 
May  11,  1824 
Feb.  12, 1829 
March  9,  1833 
June  12,  1822 
March  14,1823 
Dec  9,1823 
do     do 
May  9,  1835 
Feb.  11,  1830 
Jan.  22,  1833 
April  19,  1833 
May  9,  1835 

CENTRE 

Dec.  1,  1817 
Sept  28  1818 
March  27.  1820 
June  2, 1821 
Nov.  21,  1823 
Dec.  8,  1823 
Nov.  13,  1824 
June  5,  1827 
Feb.  21,  1829 
March  13,  1834 
Oct.  26,  1835 
Dec.  7, 1835 
March  7,  1832 
Nov.  21,  1823 

do    do 

do    do 
Feb.  26, 1825 
Sept.  12,  1825 
Oct.  1,  1825 
Nov.  20,  1829 
March  19,  1830 
Sept.  19,  1831 
Dec.  7, 1831 
June  12,  1833 
Dec.  1,  1835 
Dec.  7, 1835 
do  do 
Nov.  2, 1820 
April  4,  1821 
April  4,  1822 
August  7,  1823 
June  26,  1829 
Dec.  10,  1829 
Dec.  14,  1829 
Feb,  7,  1831 

CHBSTBR 

Maroh  80,  18191 
MlHf9b»,W«  I 


Joseph  Burgeon 
William  Palmer 
John  Lucket 
Christian  Homer 
Samuel  Douglass 
James  McMullen 
Samuel  Kennedy 
John  Myers 
Michael  Levy 
J.  Duane  Stark 
Jacob  Slick 
David  Spielman 
Geo.  W.  Kem 
WilUam  SUck 

COUNTY. 

David  Jones 
James  Crawford 
James  Foster 
Thomas  Waddle 
John  M.  Calmont 
Joseph  Miles 
Hugh  Riddle 
Edward  Purdue 
John  Hall  Sr. 
Absalom  Liggit 
William  Tipton 
Henry  Vandyke 
James  Rothrock 
James  Alexander 
Joseph  Montgomery 
Samuel  H.  Wilson 
William  Carner 
William  Pettit 
WilUam  C.  Welsh 
Philip  Benner  Jr^ 
Samuel  J.  Green 
John  McBrido 
William  Smyth  Jr. 
James  Armor 
Thomas  MeKee 
David  Allen 
William  P.  Brady 
David  Allison 
Geo.  Ohl 
Joseph  F.  Quay 
Mark  Wilson 
George  Piatt 
Hugh  MTadden 
Lot  Evans 

COUNTY. 
JesM  MoCtU 


June  4, 1836 
June  16, 1886 
Feb.   17,  1837 

March  15,  1833 
June  3,  1834 
Nov.  9,  1835 
Feb.  4, 1809 
Sept.  1, 1818 
March  15,  1833 
Decl,  1835 
June  8,  1836 
Jan.  5,  1836 
July  11,  1836 
Nov.  8,  1836 
April  14,  1837 
Feb.  27, 1836 
May  17,  1837 


May  29,  1882 
July  4,  1814 
Nov.  8,  1810 
March  9,  1819 
Dec  23,  1819 
Jan.  3,  1821 
Feb.  18,  1822 
March  7, 1832 
March  14,  1828 
Dec.  9, 1823 
do     do 
March   19,  1824 
March  22.  1824 
May  11,  1824 
Jan.  23,  1825 
April  18,  1825 
March  11,  1828 
April  23,  1818 
April  20,  1830 
July  21,  1828 
March  4,  1831 
Jan.  15,  18(3 
August  19, 1833 
March  27,  1834 
Nov.  23, 1835 
June  5,  1818 
Dec.  8, 1823 
March  17,  1829 
April  1,  1829 
August  3,    1829 
Dec.  24,  1833 
March  7,  1834 
March  17,  1835 
March  21,  1886 


Deo.  i,  1899 
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PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 


Jamrfl  M  Gihbons 
John  T.  Denny 
Jacob  Boyrr 
Townwnd  liHmbom 
John  Worth 
Thomns  Clayton 
Mattbiai  Penny  packer 
John  Crosgrove 
Abner  Miller 
Thiimas  Bennett 
John  Cmig 
Jacob  Lam  bom 
Jamen  MTadgen 
John  Tasgart 
Daniel  Kent 
Joel  J.  Bailey 
Robert  Wilson 
John  W.  Thomas 
John  Kelton 
RobeitM.  Wtugh 
Davis  Whitting 
Joseph  JefTcries 
James  Wilson 
Matthew  Wilstm 
William  M'Collough 
James  Hutcheson 
Amos  Bye 
Jesse  Coulson 
Wm.  T.Van  Amringe 
James  Monaghan 
John  Gillis 
James  Hastlett 
George  W.  Park 
John  Warner 
Andrew  McNeil 
Samuel  Miller 
John  Baldwin 
Christopher  Wiglon 
Thomas  S.  Valentine 
Joseph  Hughes 
James  McFarlan 

Caleb  Taylor 
Richard  Shaw 
Thomas  Cummings 
Daniel  Radebach 
Ebenezer  C.  Winslow 
Peter  Lamm 
James  B.  Graham 
Alexander  B.  Reed 
Christopher  Kratzer 
Elijah  Ross 
Samuel  Turner 
John  Gearhart 
John  Matthias 
James  Thompson 
Thomas  Hott 
John  W.  Miller 
James  Gallagher 
James  McNdl 


Feb.  6,  1829 
Fe!».  9,  1838 
June  6,  1885 
Nov.  11, 1813 
March  11,1828 
Nov.  23. 1829 
Dec.  19.  1833 
AugURt  3. 1827 
March  3,  1830 
April  5,  1830 
April  18,  1809 
July  11,  1825 
M:iy  12,  1828 
June  20,  1832 
Feb.  19,  1810 
March  28,  1829 
March  12,  1833 
Oct  19,  1821 
March  26,  1822 
March  16, 1812 
Sept  12,  1830 
Dec  3.  1832 
Feb.  25,  1812 
March  24, 1814 
July?,  1818 
March  22, 1819 
Dec.  4,  1823 
Feb.  9, 1833 
March  12,  1823 
Dec  4,  1823 
August  3,  1827 

do 
April  3,  1823 
April  18,  1831 
May  27,  1834 
March  27,  1821 
March  31,  1823 
March  28,  1829 
Feb.  17,  1832 
March  26,  1832 
March  23,1811 


Samuel  Culbertson 
Ezckiel  Evans 
John  Templeton 
John  M.  Mullen 
Jonathan  Warrall 
Isaac  Finch 
Benjnmin  Tolbot 
Rich»rd  Walker 
Jesse  James 
Jonathan  Jones 
Robert  Morton 
James  W.  Brown 
William  Allen 
Bcunard  Way 
Rudolph  Huzzard 
Evan  Evans 
Jonathan  Audson 
Matthew  Davis 
Samuel  Packingham 
John  Davis 
George  Lloyd 
Samuel  Willaer 
John  Beerbower 
Alexander  Marshall 
Sampson  Davis 
Edmund  S.  Davis 
Abram  Philips 
Joshua  Jones 
Daniel  McCurdy 
Peter  Svplce 
John  Beaver 
Abraham  Olwm  3 
Benjamin  V\  etnerby 
Thomas  Jones 
Joseph  Mason 
Elijah  Lewis 
David  C.  Lee 
'i'homas  R.  Trimble 
Samuel  Jacobs 
John  Stem 


CLEARFIELD  COUNTY. 


Sept  2,  1822 
Dec  8,1823 
March  31,  1827 
July  2,  1829 
June  4,  1832 
Dc  18,  1833 

do 
March  17,  1835 

do 
Oct  31,  1821 
Dec.  8, 1823 
June  5,  1827 
Oct  2,1827 
Jan. 21. 1833 
Feb.  6,  1833 
June  15,  1835 
Dec  8, 1823 
June  16,  1825 


Jacob  S.  Singer 
John  Weld 
Joseph  McMurray 
John  Holiday 
Josiuh  Meed 
Chauncy  Brock  way 
Benjamin  Bonsall 
Smith  Meed 
Josiah  Evans 
James  Jordan 
Leonard  Morey 
Thomas  Dent 
Joseph  Mason 
Jeremiah  Miles 
James  Gill 
John  Dranckcr 
Thomas  Roos 


March  7.  1816 
Dec.  4,  1893 
May  29, 18S9 
Not.  10,  1829 
May  17,  183» 
Oct.  26,  1885 
Feb.  8,  181ft 
June  1, 1814, 
June  1,  1821 
March  26.  1812 
Not.  5,  18S7 
May  29,  1829 
Not.  23, 18S9 
April  9,  1834 
Dec  9,  1835 
Not  26, 1816 
March  7,  1818 
Dec  13, 1823 
Dec  13, 1823 
March  6,   1827 

do 
March  7,  1884 
Sept  5,  1818 
June  4,  1824 
August  9, 1830 
May  27,  1834 
Feb.  14,  1814 
May  26,  1818 
March  14,  1826 
July  2,  1829 
Nov.  24, 1829 
Jan.  14,  1834 
August  30,  1817 
March  27,  1819 
May  5,  1826 
Aug.  13,1827 
Feb.  23,  1831 
April  29,  1833 
March  30,  1836 
March  31,  1836 


April  11,  1827 
Oct  22,  1829 
Aug.  21,  1824 
March  5,1835 
March  31,  1823 
March  31,  1823 
Feb.  27,  1826 
April  27,  1829 
Dec.  23, 1831 
Jan.  81,1820 
March  31, 182S 
Jan.  13,1831 
Jan.  2,1832 
June  5,  1833 
Dec    22,  1836 
June  17, 1836 
July  7, 1836 
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Jan.  15,  1817 
Juno  11,  1634 
July  10, 1834 
Oct  18,  1821 
March  26,  1835 
Nov.  I,  1813 

do 
March  11,  1818 
Dec   10,  1813 
Feb.  22,  1619 
Oct  30,  1820 
Jan.  25,  1823 
June  12  1832 
Sept.  26,  1832 
May  27,  1834 
June  11,1834 
June  19,  1815 
Dec.  13,  1823 
March  3,  1824 
Feb.  4,  1825 
Oct  16,  1829 
April  6,  1830 
April  4,  1831 
Feb.  20,  1834 

do 
June  11,  1834 
May  7,  1835 
April  10,  1815 
April  16,  1819 
March  10,  1818 
Oct  1,  1818 
Dec.  22,  1819 
Xov.  25,  1823 


Jacob  Melick  Jr. 
EliiihA  B.  Boone    ' 
John  T.  Davis 
Henry  Trimbly 
Jesse  Bowman 
Isaac  W.  Moagrave 
David  Fowler 
George  Kelchner 
Charles  Kohler 
Idaac  C.  Johnson 
John  Yetter 
Goorge  Ely  Jr. 
Stephen  Baldy 
Tench  C.  Kenlzing 
Alexander  Mears 
Sebastian  Hewer 
Michael  Brobst 
Peter  Yohe  Jr. 
Samael  Herman 
John  Hutching 
Samuel  Creesy 
Rudolph  Sechler 
Joseph  Prutzman 
Francis  Young 
John  Ohl 
Lyman  Sholes 
William  Girton 
Geerge  Doughty 
Thomas  Painter 
John  Covanhovan 
Jonathan  W.  Laning 
Christien  Shoeman 
Alexander  Best 


CRAWFORD  COUNTY. 


Feb.  22,  1810 
Jan.  25,  1819 

<lo 
Doc.  3, 1821 
Sept  22  1823 
Feb.  28,  1828 
April  20,  1829 
Dec  14,  1829 
April  7,  1830 
Feb.  22,  1821 
Julv  13,  1832 
Dec.  5,  1834 
March  2,  1835 
Jan. 25,  1819 
May  25,  1821 
Sept  22,  1823 
Nov.  20, 1823 
July  14.  1829 
Oct  5,  1829 
Feb.  22,  1631 
March  2,  1835 
April  7,   1835 
March  28,  1823 
April  27, 1829 


ThonuM  Campbell 
Henry  W.  Pirkins 
John  Allee 
Edward  Hidu 
George  Long 
Joseph  Patten 
William  Curry 
John  Watson 
Thomas  Bloomfield 
Jonathan  Benn 
Pattrick  Coyl 
William  B.Sterling 
Hugh  Andrews 
Moses  Scott 
James  Mason 
Wm.  Snodgrav 
James  Espy 
John  Gaugh 
Robert  Andrews 
David  Brackenridge 
Sheldon  Sherwood 
James  R.  Finlay 
Jacob  D.  Easterwood 
Mosea  Logan 


J«ie  9, 1898 
Dee.  83, 1688 
Oct  88,1688 
April  6, 1630 
Nov.  88,  1880 
May  1,  1833 
June  18,  1888 
Not.  30,  1833 
Sept  15, 1885 
Dec  7, 1835 
8c^  7,  1813 
Sept,  81,  1813 
Nov.  88,   1886 

do 
April  80, 1888 
Sept  7,  1838 
Nov.  18.  1835 
Sept  88,  1818 
Aug.  8,  1883 
March  9,  1830 
Feb.  7, 1834 
Dec  14,  1880 
April  4,  1831 
Oct  18, 1881 
April  9,  1833 
Augusts,  1833 
Jan.  3,  1836 
Jan.  4,  1837 
Fth,  6,  1837 
April  87, 183T 
May  10,  1837 
March  7, 1837 
Sept  17,  1836 

April  3,  1809 
May  36,  1880 
March  3, 1884 
June  84,  1884 
May  16,1818 

do 
Jan.  35,  1818, 
Jan.  85,  1883 
April  4, 1885 
April  7,  1830 
July  15, 1834 
Feb.  19,  1836 
Jane  19,  1817 
Jan.  86,  1883 
April  80,  1828 

do 
Aprils,  1838 

do 
Match  13,   1809 
March  81,  1817 
July  10,  1881 
June  31, 1887 
Dec  34, 1834 
JOM  86, 1808 
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PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 


FrAiicif  Porter 
William  Andrews 
James  White 
Jamei  Smith 
WilUam  Williami 
Oeorge  Davis 
Clark  LitUe 

Robert  Porter  Jr. 
Jamea  Sturges 
William  Hamill 
Joseph  M.  Means 
Greorge  M'Giimis 
Samuel  Wherry 
Lemuel  Davis 
William  Gulp 
William  Devor 
George  Craft  8r. 
Jonathan  Smith  Grier 
Jacob  Snyder 
John  Heap 
James   Shannon 
Jacob  Stough 
William  Alexander 
John  B.  Vanderbelt 
John  Bleam 
David  Forman 
John  Davidson 
Samuel  Weise 
Robert  Lusk 
Henry  D.  Dealhousen 
Abraham  Myers 
Daniel  Leckey, 
Joseph  Thompson 
James  Stewart 
George  Houk 
Richard  Woods 
John  Auld 
John  Gray 
John  Davidson 
James  Montgomery 
Benjamin  McKechen 
Benjamin  Cope 
James  Elliott 
John  Elliott 
Elisha  Doyle 
Archibald  Ramsey 
Reinneck  Angney 
Jacob  Squires 
John  Creigh 
Henry  Sechler  Jr. 
John  D.  HaveiBtick 
William  Irvin 
Andrew  Boden 
Thomas  Weakly 

Altxnodtr  lienHfhl 


Feb.  21,  18S0 
June  25,  1832 
March  18,  1833 
July  10, 1814 
March  7, 1830 
April  29,  1837 
August  29,  1836 


Wilham  Thickston 
EzrA  Jones 
Tobias  Grubb 
Roswell  C.  Sszton 
Samuel  L.  Hitchcock 
Rufus  Hitchcock 
John  Tiffany 


CUMBERLAND  COUNTY. 


Feb.  16,  1809 
March  14,  1823 

do 
Jan.  19,  1827 
August  6, 1827 
Nov.  3,  1828 
Feb.  22,  1831 
March  30,  1835 
Oct  18,1820 
Oct  16,  1829 
May  23,  1834 
Oct.  26,  1835 
Feb.  19,   1813 
March  14,  1823 
Nov.  26,  1823 
Oct  4,  1827 
Jan.  6, 1829 
Feb.  4, 1830 
July  24,  1830 
Dec.  7,  1836 
Oct  29,  1817 
Msy  1, 1821 
Jan.  25, 1S23 
Nov.  26,  1823 
Sept  22,  1829 
April  17,  1830 
Oct.  17,  1818 
Nov.  26,  1823 
May  19,  1830 
Oct.  21,  1830 
April  4,  1822 
July  9,  1823 
Jan.  19, 1825 
August  10,  1829 
March  30,  1835 
Oct  22,  1835 
Feb.  15, 1809 
Feb.  20,  1818 

do 
August  14,  1818 
April  28,  1820 

do 
Jan.  3,  1821 
May  11,  1821 
June  28,  1821 
Feb.  14, 1822 
;ane  12, 1822 


John  Smith 
Robert  D.  Guthrie 
Wm.  M.  Henderson 
Peter  B.  Smith 
John  Phillipel 
Charles  Bell 
Isaac  Todd 
Abraham  Lamberton 
Robert  Snodgrass 
Wm.  D.  Ramsej 
Peter  Lobaugk 
Thomas  Craighead 
George  Smith  jun. 
John  Clindinin 
Lewis  Zearing 
Michael  Hebison 
Francis  Eckels 
John  Coover 
Thomas  Carothers 
Martin  Zearing 
Wm.  Senseman 
Michael  Hoover  Jr. 
John  Black 
David  Hume 
Nicholas  Boar 
Joseph  Crain 
Ira  Day 
John  Snyder 
Alexander  Wills 
Rudolph  Krysher 
Patrick  Laferty 
Joseph  Irvine 
WUIiam  Clark 
Alexander  Officer 
Andrew  Mateer 
Benjamin  Anderson 
George  F.  Csin 
Iraac  Loyd  Jr, 
Lewis  Hyer  Jr. 
John  B.  Klein 
John  G.  Taylor 
William  Dean 
James  Kennedy 
James  W.Allen 
Lewis  H.  Williams 
Thomas  Trimble 
Henry  ZearlDg 


Jan.  16, 1837 
Jane  S3,  1836 
Oct  24,  1836 
Jan.  25,  1837 
June  23,  1886 
May  31,  1886 
June  83, 1836 

Feb.  27, 1883 
Dec  5, 1823 
Dec.  3, 1828 
Dec.  13, 1888 
June  3, 1884 
April  27, 1888 
Nov.  24, 1889 
F<^.  28, 1888 
May  25, 1833 

do. 
March  13, 1884 
Oct  16,  1835 

do. 
March  2,  1818 
Jan.  9, 1817 
Jan. 1, 1818 
Nov.  2,  1818 
Sept.  1, 1881 
June  12,1828 
April  6,  1885 
August  10,1889 
Oct  5, 1829 
Jan.  6, 1831 
June  16, 1835 
Nov.  23, 1835 
Dec  9,  1835 

do. 
Jan.  3, 1815 
March  15.  1809 
April  7,1817 
Nov.  24, 1818 
April  6, 1821 
June  12, 1822 
Dec  5, 1823 
Dec.  15, 1823 

do. 
Oct  25, 1825 
Oct  19, 1829 
Dec  10,  1829 
June  20, 1838 
May  17,  1683 
Oct  22,  1835 
Feb.  19,  1836 
April  3,  1837 
May  3,  1836 
Feb.  19»  1836 
Jan  23,  1886 
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DAUPHIN  COUNTY. 


Michftel  Enterlina 
John  Hoffman 
Leonard  Reidj 
Honrf  Schreiner 
Jacob  Seal 
Thomas  Wella 
John  Happle  Jr. 
Adam  Loght 
John  Reigle 
Alexander  W.  Lejbum 
John  Paul  Jr. 
Joe]  B*  Ferree 
WatUm  Wingart 
Jacob  Brua 
George  M.  Waggoner 
John  Sbamo 
Archibald  Orme 
larael  Carpenter 
Joeeph  Miller 
Benjamin  Ferguson 
Daniel  A.  Muench 
Alexander  Mdntire 
John  Brooks 
JohnWalbom 
John  C.  McAllister 
Jamea  Montgomery 
John  Dalies 
Frederick  Heisly 
Moidecai  McKinnej 
ObedFahnestock 
Samuel  Breneiser 
John  Cameron 
Chriatain  Walborn 

John  Caldwell 
Samoel  Smith 
George  W.  Bertram 
Benjamin  F.  Johnston 
Thomas  D.  Bernard 
Abraham  Keiiin 
Samuel  T.  Walker 
JohnAflUck 
Jonathan  Warrall 
Samuel  Shaw 
Benjamin  T.  Johnston 
Joaq>h  Bowen 
Joseph  Trimble 
Bobart  Frame  Jr. 

John  Morris 
Oliver  Dunn 
Thomas  Forster  Jr. 
Thomas  Stewart 
Jonathan  Stafford 
Giles  Sanford 
Ebeneier  D.  Gunnison 
William  Kelly 


Dec.  18, 18U 
Feb.  9,  1816 
Dec  29, 1818 
March  29,   1831 
Feb.  18,  1822 
Dec  8,  1823 

do 
Aagost  6,  1825J 
July  25, 1827 
Dec.  18,  1830 
Jan.  10, 1831 
April  4, 1833 
Jan. 1, 1834 
Not.  4, 1835 
Dec  6, 1815 
Dec.  12, 1822 
Dec  1, 1823 
Dec  12. 1823 
March  17, 1829 
August  17,  1829 
July  22, 1833 
Jan.  30,  1835 
Oct  24,  1821 
Dec.  1, 1823 
Dec.  12,  1823 
Dec  15,  1823 
Oct  29, 1833 
March  27, 1827 
Not.  20,  1829 
Dec  7,  1829 

do. 

do. 
July  23, 18S2 

DELAWARE 

Nov.  15,  1814 
March  12,  1822 
June  3, 1824 
Octr.  25,   1825 
Aug.  18,  1829 
June  7,  1830 
Nov.  11,  1831 
June  6,  1834 
March  5,  1835 
Nov.  18,  1835 
Dec.  13, 1823 
Nov.  10, 1824 
April  21,  1827 
Jan.  15,  1829 


Joseph  B.  Heniey 
William  Kline 
Charles  A.  Snyder 
Henry  Chritxman 
Daniel  Stine 
Jacob  Smith 
Thomas  C  Reed 
Jacob  Yandenlioe 
George  Eichboltx 
Christian  Seller 
Christain  Spayd 
Ephraim  Heller 
John  Blattenberger 
Wm.  Clark 
Frederick  Hummel 
Jacob  Ernest 
Samuel  Hoffert 
Michael  Hill 
Samuel  Todd 
David  Ferguson 
John  Early 
Joseph  Moody 
James  Corbett 
Benjamin  Buffington 
Joseph  Miller 
Daniel  G.  Hoffman 
John  Adel 
Thomas  Duncan 
Andrew  McCoy 
WUliam  Fontze 
Jacob  Shope 
John  Walborn 

COUNTY. 

Robert  Hall 
Luke  Cassin 
Robert  Greene 
Daniel  Abrahama 
Bernard  Flynn 
Samuel  Davis 
Thomas  Smith 
Thomas  Maddock 
William  Martin 
Wiilmm  Mendenhall 
Abner  Lewis 
Thomas  Sheldon 
Charles  Sellers 
Oborn  Levis 


ERIE  COUNTY. 


Jan.  28,  1818 
Dec.  4,  1819 
Nov.  2,  1821 
March  16,  1822 
Dec.  12,  1823 
Dec  14,  1823 
March  15,  1825 
August  1,1828 


William  Kelly  2d 
Richard  O.  Hulbert 
Thomas  Laird 
George  Moore 
David  Zimmerman 
James  McConkey 
John  Boyd 
HeniyColt 


July  22, 1833 
Oct.  14, 1838 
Dec  21, 1833 

do. 
Jan.  7,  1834 
Jan.  3,  1835 
May  4,1835* 
Nov.  18, 1835 
Not.  28,  1835 
Dec  4,  1835 
Nov.  29,  1813 
May  16, 1821 
Nov.  18, 1829 
Dec  16, 1820 
June  12,  1822 
March  31, 1823 
Oct  18, 1826 
July  2, 1829 
Dec  18, 1828 
Jan.  26, 1824 
Feb.  9„1827 
Nov.  30, 1829 
Dec.  9. 18S5 
Jan.  18, 1836 
Jane  7, 1886 
March  31,  1836 
June  7, 1836 
March  4,  1837 
March  24, 1837 
Oct  24,  1836 
Nov.  18, 1836 
August  29,1836 


Feb.  8,  1831 
March  27, 1809 
Feb.  23,  1816 
Dec  14, 1825 
Nov.  18, 1835 
Feb.  20,1810 
July  3, 1821 
Jan.  8,  1834 
June  10,  1836 
Dec.  6,  1836 
May  27,  1836 
Dec.  20,  1836 
June  20,  1836 
Feb.  21,  1837 

March  11,  1830 
July  31,  1832 
Dec  7, 1832 
April  23, 1835 
Nov.  18, 1835 

do. 
Feb.  28,  1809 
Feb.  18, 1822 
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PROCBfiDINOS  AND  DEBATES 


Robert  M.  Doaglaw 
WflHtm  Oraham 
WiOnm  VhioMit 
Junes  Westoir 
Fnncis  Brawley 
John  MtCord 
Myron  Bachut 
WUliam  Hall 
■  Thomaa  Greenwood 
Alexander  McClaakey 
John  Brawley 
Lewis  8.  Bowers 
Mark  Baldwin 
Albert  TutUe 
JamcB  Wilson 
PhiHp  Welh 
Thomaa  Mellon 
Wm»  W.  Loomis 
James  HaU 
CardiirTaggiirt 
Miron  Hntdiinson 
John  L.  Datis 
John  Brecht 
James  H.  Woodworth 
Hariy  Mallory 
DaTid  G.  Webber 

Samael  Smith 
Clement  Wood 
James  Piper 
James  Luidsaj, 
Moses  Hopwood,  jr. 
Daniel  Keller 
John  Oliphant 
Daniel  Thomas 
William  Abraham 
Sqaire  Ayres 
William  Snjder 
Richard  Patton 
Andrew  Oliphant 
Peter  Stents 
lliomas  Beatty 
Thomas  Hibbin 
Samuel  Griffin 
Moses  A.  Ross 
Robert  Barton 
Jesse  Besson 
Andrew  Porter 
Samuel  Jones 
Moses  Baird  Porter 
James  Truman 
Hugh  Gilmore 
Joseph  Manner 
JohnzeeHam 
William  Lynn 
Michael  Sowers 
David  Craft 
Nathaniel  Islar 
Eli  AbnBi 


March  1, 1825 
April  18, 1837 
Oct  13, 1829 
May  23, 1833 
Match  U,  1817 
March  11,  1818 
Dec  4,  1819 
March  29,  1821 
Dec  18,  1823 
April  11,1825 
August  3,  1825 
Dec.  5,  1828 
Not.  10. 1829 
Dec  1,  1829 
July  30,  1831 
June  13, 1832 
April  24,  1823 
April  24, 1834 
Feb.  21,  1817 
Jan.  24, 1811 
April  12,1827 
April  3,  1828 
April  3,  1830 
Dec  23,  1830 
March  14, 1834 
May  27, 1834 

FAYETTE 

March  11,  1825 
Oct  21,  1826 
April  17,  1827 
June  4,  1829 

do 
April  15,  1833 
Dec  12,  1822 
July  2,  1824 
March  3,  1826 
June  30,  1828. 
Jan.  6,  1829. 
Oct  28.  1835 
Jane  13,  1817 
Aug.  30  1%23 
Mhrch  19,  1825 
Dec  8,  1815 
June  30, 1817 
March  17,  1824 
Oct.  21,  1826 
April  30,  1832 
Jan.  6,  1816 
Feb.  17,  1817 
Dec  8,  1823 
Jan.  9,  1826 
Not.  25,  1831 
Sept  3,  1824 
Dec  7, 1835 
Aug.  22, 1810 
Feb  16,  1811 
Feb.  24,  1818 
May  5,  1824 
March  5,  1830 


Thomas  L.  Youngs 
Ira  Woodbury 
Alvan  Ryan 
Hiram  Druiy 
Sheperd  Beols 
Jacob  LefeTcr 
William  T.  Mackey 
Michael  Jackson 
Elias  Salsbuiy 
Josiah  Williams  jun. 
William  Gray  jun. 
John  B.  Jones 
John  Philips 
Jamea  Nelaon 
John  Bennett 
Casper  M.  Rouse 
James  Smiley 
Robert  Heath 
Joseph  M.  Sterrett 
James  Lotc. 
Ansel  Crouch 
Robert  Dunn 
George  W.  Addison 
Selah  Pickett 
Henry  R.  Terry 
Samuel  C.  Price 

COUNTY. 

John  M'Cormick 
WUliam  Jackman 
Robert  Rogers 
Benjamin  Roberts 
Nathan  liCwis 
John  Ball 
Abraham  Stewart 
Joseph  Gaddjr 
Andrew  Linn 
James  D.  Cope 
Robert  Patterson 
James  Fuller 
William  D.  Mullen, 
William  Baldwin 
John  H.  Tan- 
John  Patterson 
Joseph  Christ 
Aaron  Townsend 
Robert  M'Bumey 
David  A.  C.  Sherrad 
Andrew  Dempsy 
John  Bolton 
Andrew  Robertson 
Stewart  H.  Whitehill 
Hugh  Torrance 
Herman  Gebhart 
Henry  W.  Lewis 
Abraham  Pershing 
Thomas  S.  Kilpatrick 
James  M'Kune 
Frederick  Dmmbaald 
William  Keslar 


August  26,  1834 
Oct  24,  1834 
Feb.  16,  1836 
Not.  9,  1835 
Dec  39,  1833 
Jan.  16,  1833 
Feb.  16,  1833 
Feb.  20,  1834 
April  10,  1834 
Oct  31.  1834 
March  3,  1834 
March  1,  1835 
Oct  28,  1835 
March  4,  1838 
March  8,  1833 
Not.  17,  1833 
August  8,  1833 
Oct  31 ,  1834 
Jan.  15, 1836 
June  13,  1836 

do 

do 
Aug.  26,  1836 
June  13,  1836 
Oct  24,  1886 
Aug.  8, 1836 

March  28,  1831 
Dec  13,  1831 
June  19,  1835 
Feb.  23,  1810 
Feb.  26,  1810 
May  11,  1834 
Aug.  9,  1827 
March  28,  1831 
March  30, 1813 
March  24,  1814 
March  7,  1833 
Aug.  32,  1836 
March  23,  1837 
April  35,  1831 
Jan.  19,  1833 
Dec  20,  1816 
Feb  21,  1827 
March  5,  1831 
Aug.  27,  1810 
Oct  20, 1825 
Feb.  6,  1888 
Sept  7,  1831 
Dec.  8,  1814 
Aug.  12,  1833 
March  17,  1834 
April  20,  1839 
Aug.  16,  1831 
June  8, 1833 
Dec  9,  1835 
Feb.  18,  1823 
July  15, 1834 
March  19, 1835 
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Abraham  Gallentine 
Peter  Draml«ald 
Hen/j  Colliiit  jr. 
John  Tjenh'trt 
Bnijimin  Price 
Isaac  Uin!>le 
^iUiam  Ebert 

Archihald  McCune 
Joiteph  Brown 
J  imt*§  Mcllhenj 
Jamea  McG-irtney 
Edward  MTitty 
John  Taylor 
Thomaa  Ciimpbell 
J  ihn  Withrow,  jr. 
John  Holliddy 
Jamea  Kili^ore 
William  8.  Lyons 
David  Kyle 
ft^aitbew  Palton 
Thomas  M'Dowell 
/  William  Pott 
NirholM  Bilker 
WiUiam  M*Kinstry 
John  Beaity 
Thomis  Caraon 
John  Brownson 
John  DeTilbise 
Jacob  Anglea 
P.  ter  Cook 
Alexander  Spear 
WUliam  Auld 
Benjamin  Keyser 
An<ijrew  B.  Rankin 
Ajmwine  Miller 
WUliam  Wood 
WUliam  Bratton 
Bobert  Crooke 
William  Cuffrouth 
George  W.  Hewitt 
liathaniel  Wilson 
Jamea  Smith 
Thomas  Leggitt 
Richard  Haydin 
George  Seabrooks 
Jamea  J.  Biddle 
Jamea  Reilcy 
John  Nill 
James  Sibbett 
Thomas  Gilland 
Adam  Vonderaw 
Solomon  Miller 
John  Snyder 
John  Herahberger 
Jamea  MTarland 
Thomas  Johns 

TOL.  ni. 


Sept,  6,  1828 
Nov.  25,  1881 
Dec.  1. 1835 
April  3,  1818 
Oct.  21,  1824 
Jan.  29, 1827 
Feb.  9,  1828 

[FRANKLIN 

Jan.  20, 1809 
Oct.  20,  1818 
Feb.  16, 1822 

do 
July  9, 1822 
Dec.  9, 1823 

do 
March  17, 1824 
March  30.  1825 
Oct.  13,  1825 
Dec,  20,  1828 
Dec.  9,  1835 
Nov.  13.  1811 
Miirch  26,  1821 
Aug  10,  1829 
May  13,  1833 
Feb.  28,  1810 
March  20,  1810 
Dec.  17, 1817 
Dec.  15,  1820 
June  13,  1822 
July  30.  1822 
March  24,  1828 
April  2,  1630 
Dec.  24,  1833 
Aug.  1,  1816 
June  2,  1821 
Jan.  3,  1825 
Oct.  6,  1825 
Dec.  11,1828 
April  4.  1821 
Oct.  3,  1833 
Dec.  10  1833 
March  26,  1821 
Dec.  9  1823 

do 

do 
Dec  13.  1823 
May  11,  1830 
April  19,  1833 
March  11,  1834 
March  24,  1835 
Oct.  28.  1835 
May  10,  \8U,0 
March  24.  1323 
Dee.  6,  1828 
Oct  4, 182C 
May  29,  1821 
Nov.  1, 1823 


James  Sampey 
Ji)hn  Henry 
Thomas  J .  Nesmu  th 
Ephratm  Butcher 
George  B.  Stevenson 
Matthew  Wray 
Petar  Ki>ojer 

COUNIT. 

John  Durborrew 
R&bert  M'Crackin 
LewiM  Denis,  Jun. 
John  Hutchinson 
Hiram  Cox 
Bernird  Wolf 
John  MrClintick 
James  Wriiiht 
William  L.  D  ivis 
William  Gitmjre 
John  Boiwert 
Samuel  Dixon 
James  Welsh 
Matthiaa  Nead 
Joffiah  Alien 
JrcoIi  Stiitler 
William  Cumminga 
Robert  Robinson 
Dnvid  McKinney 
George  Drayer 
John  Boggs 
John  Hunter 
Thomas  McClelland 
Samuel  Tate 
James  McKce 
Joseph  Coale 
David  Bowers 
Andrew  Thompson 
William  McKisson 
David  Ebey 
William  Hambrigbt 
John  Reilley 
Robert  Robinson 
Jacob  Hiflsinger, 
Scth  Cline 
John  Cox 
Benjamin  Reynolds 
Francis  Herron 
George  Johnston,  Jun. 
William  Bard 
Peter  Snyder 
Jonathan  Peal 
James  Bnird, 
Archibald  S.  McCullocii 
Philip  Beaver 
William  J.  Thompson 
John  McCoorby 
Geofp-e  Drayer 
Robert  Wallace 


Dec.  14,  1831 
Jan.  9,  1833 
March  21,  1886 
March  30,  1836 
Aiisu  t  22,  1836 
May  4,  1837 
Sept.  20, 1836 

Dec.  15.  1323  , 
Dec.  13,  1824 
Oct  17,  1825 
Sept.  13. 1927 
March  11,  1 928 

d> 
Sept  12, 1829 
March  31,  1832 

do 
March  10. 1834 
May  1.  1819 
Sept  4. 1822 
Sept.  5.  1822 
April  21 ,  1825 
M^rch  21.  1834 
Dec.  7,  1835 
Jan.  12,  1818 
Oct  31.  1821 
March  20,  1822 
March  26, 1824 
June  3, 1824 
Oct  28, 1825 
March  27, 1812 
March  27,  1817 
June  13. 1622 
Julj^  9, 1822 
Aug.  19,  1830 
March  7,  1809 
Dec  15.  1820 
May  26,  1821 
Dec.  23,  1822 
Jan.  12.  1826 
Dec.  16,  1830 
March  30,  1831 
Nov.  30,  1833 
March  14.  1816 
May  26, 1821 
March  17,  1624 
Feb.  26, 1825 
Dec.  20,  1828 
D.c.  13,  1831 
April  9.   1833 
Dec.  14,  1835 
March  13,  1637 
March  22, 1836 
Jan.  9,  1837 
Feb.  5,  1836 
March  26,  1 836 
Oct  13, 1836 
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PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES, 


GREENE  COUNTY. 


Robert  Milikm 
Amo<  Tuttie, 
John  Petiit 
John  F  Rincbeart 
Daniel  Hrok 
Bf  iijamin  Miller 
WilliMm  8eal8 
John  McNnj 
Vincent  Smith 
B<fnJamiD  Jenningf 
John  Hcntiin 
Carey  McClelland 
Matthew  Dai 
Jacob  Rosa 
Samael  Braden 
Joaeph  AJamson 
Goodwin  B.  Goodrich 
Rolien  Boyd 
Jay  Thompaon 
l*hoinaa  Buraon 
William  Kincaid 
William  Bailey 
Thomaa  Lucaa 
laaac  Weaver 
John  Crawford 
Richard  Long 
Thomaa  Teagarden 
John  Hiller 
Jamea  Mustard 
John  Lindaey 

George  Gooshorn 
Wm.Orr 
Thomaa  Morrow 
Thomaa  W.  Nealy 
HacketH  rper 
Hugh  Muddin 
Walter  B.  Hudaon 
Samuel  Campbell 
Bendeict  Stevena 
William  Har?ey 
Randall  Alexander 
Elijah  Corbin 
Henry  Barkatreaser 
Jeeae  Wright 
Matthew  T.  Campbell 
William  Stewart 
larael  Grafuia 
Inac  Vandeventer 
John  Creawell 
Thomaa  H.  Stewart 
Martin  Orlady 
George  Gable 
Daniel  Africa 
John  Patton 
JohaOmart 
WilKam  Moeie 
JoMfkhMcCcj 


Jan.  14,1811 
Feb.  16,  1819 
March  16,  1824 
March  17,  1829 
Match  15. 1830 
April  2,  1831 
Murrh  18,  1833 
April  22,  1833 
May  27, 1633 
June  9. 1834 
Oct.  25.  1814 
Feb.  15. 1819 
March  24,  1823 
March  2. 1823 
March  15,  1830 
Dec.  27,  1833 
June  9, 1834 
Dec.  2,  1834, 
April  28, 1815 
Dec.  1, 1815 
May  15.  1816 
March  20,  1817 
Oct.  12.  1819 
Nov.  25,  1820 
March  14,  1822 
April  2, 1823 
April  10,  1827 
April  20,  1829 
Jan.  21,  1832 
Oct.  29,  1832 


Willi.im  McCoUUter 
George  Hnver 
Jamea  Cree 
David  Taylor 
Richard  Kerwood 
Aaron  ^'toue 
Corlly  Garaid 
Jamea  Garr  aon 
Ahia  Minor 
Joab  Baily 
Henry  Schriver 
Thoiiias  Kennen 
Levi  Morria 
Wiliinm  Burge 
Joseph  Johnson 
Levi  Anderaon 
Lewis  Headlee 
Boas  Boydston 
Fletcher  Brock 
D.ivid  Gray  Jr. 
William  Elder 
Edward  McGlumphy 
John  Hoge 
Jesse  Kent 
John  Parkinson 
Jrs^  Rineheart 
Ralph  Drake 
Henry  Neil 
Benjamin  F.  Bladk 


HUNTINGDON  COUNTY. 


Feb.  5,1811 
March  30. 1821 
Oct  21,  1821 
Dec  8. 1823 
SepL  18,  1834 
Jan.  31,  1822 
Jan.  17,  1815 
Jan.  16,  1817 
Feb.  21,  1817 
Dec.  14,  1829 
Feb.  16.  1832 
April  1,  1809 
March  27,  1827 
Oct.  26,  1830 
Dec.  2. 1835 
Nov.  27,  1819 
Nov.  16,  1820 
Oct.  31,  1821 
Nov.  24, 1823 
March  3, 1825 
July  10,  1826 
June  28,  1829 
Feb.  6,  1828 
Jan.  15,  1829 
Dec  14,  1829 
Oct  22,  1831 
D6t24,  1883 


Denni*  Buoy 
John  Metz 
William  Sampson 
Robert  Wray 
George  Buchannan 
James  Dcarmit  Jr. 
George  Gray 
William  Hirst 
Thomaa  Blair 
Stephen  Davis 
llinmas  Johnston 
Thomas  Weston 
Jonathan  McWilliams 
Jacob  Yanfriea 
John  Owens 
Jamea  Thompson 
David  Garret 
Christopher  Wigton 
l*homas  Wilson 
John  Wdson 
John  Stewart 
Jamea  Pervy 
WilUam  Reed 
Samuel  Caklwoll 
Aaron  Born 
David  Ake 
Abraham  SoUiday 


March  18, 1833 
Feb.  14. 1884 
June  9. 1834 
April  28,  1815 
Feb.  21.  1820 
May  10, 18S0 
Jan.  25,  1823 
April  20, 1829 
Dec  21.  I8S9* 
Ju'y4.  1811 
Dec,  24, 1816 
July  7,  1818 
March  16,  1824 
April  14,  1828 
April  20.  1820 
Dec  21,  1881 
March  18.  1833 
June  9,  18'i4 
April  6, 18.35 
Feb.  21, 1820 
Mnrch  16,  1824 
June  5, 1827 
March  18,  1833 
June  9, 1884 
Augu>«tSl.  1835 
Dec  24. 1836 
March  30, 1836 

do 
March  1, 1836 


July  22,  1834 
May  27,  1835 
Dec.  7, 1835 

do 
March  30,  1822 
March  13»  1820 
April  4,  1822 
Oct  26,  1815 
May  7, 1830 
June  12, 1822 
Jan.  25,  1833 
Dec.  8,  1825 
March  3, 1825 
Oct  17,  1825 
March  1, 1830 
Anril  2,  1832 
Nov.  18. 1835 
Dec.  9,  1885 
Oct  30,  1821 
Dec.  9,  1835 
Jan.  26, 1820 
April  23, 1829 
July  8, 1883 
Nov.  18,  1885 
Dec  17, 1818 
Dec  8, 1823 
Feb.  SI,  1832 
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Jacob  WintT 
William  S;nith 
J  >hn  Stvoopo 
Ephraim  Galbraith 
Jacob  Wolf 
8  iwlell  F.  Henry 
William  Griffin 
Alexander  Johnston 
Djntel  McConnell 
Baoiael  Frampt^n 
EJward  Bell 
Thomas  Williams 
John  M.  Gibboney 
J>S9ph  Green 
Graham  McCamant 
Joseph  Cadwallader 
William  Cornelias 


Sumel  Templeton 
Edward  Carlton 
Jamei  Roaebarough 
William  McComb 
Edward  Howard 
Stewart  Davis 
Jacob  Kuhns 
GawiD  Sutton 
Jesse  M.  Biiihop 
James  P.  Johnston 
Daniel  H.  Barr 
Nathaniel  Brayn 
Arehibald  Matthews 
James  Elliott 
8amuel  Wallace 
James  Hill 
Robert  Given 
James  Stewart 
David  Anthony 
Fergus  Cannon 
Alexander  Pattison 
Aaron  Devinno 
Robert  M.  Walker 


JobnBeU 
Thomas  Lucas 
Jamy  Win^low 
WUnimStunkara 
James  H.  Bell 
John  Robinson 
Alexander  McKnight 
Martin  Shoaff 
Jamas  M.  Steedman 
WUUam  Ferguson 

Albret  Lichtenthaler 
Wm.  Cox 
Wm^  SelUrt 
Thonas  North 
Hogb  T.  llcAlliMer 


Dec  88, 1893 
Nov.  1, 1813 
June  10,  1823 
Nov.  34,  1823 
Jan.  26,  1830 
Feb.  1. 1831, 
Dec  3,  1833 
Oct.  27.  1834 
June  12,  1835 
June  20, 1835 
Nov.  7,  1823 
April  14.  1827 
April  24,  1H33 
Nov.  13,  18-^3 
May  4,  1835 
Oct.  26,  1835 
March  12,  1836 


G?orge  dip^s 
Jonat  lan  Lias 
Jesse  H  il!in2?4Worth 
Barton  Ds  FordSt 
Divid  8iiare 
Wdliam  Brown 
Thomas  Rtied 
.lamca  Davb 
James  Gillam 
Thomas  Wdson 
James  Thompson 
Willi  I m  Murray 
John  H.  Stonebr<kker 
Alexander  Dysart 
John  Aurandt 
Simon  G.  Hay 
David  H.  Moore 


INDIANA  COUNTY. 


Jan.  18,  1823 
Aug.  29, 1831 
Dec  10,  1833 
June  9, 1834 
Juno  26,  1809 
April  8,  1832 
JuneU,  1823 
Feb.  13, 1826 
March  19.  182S 
Nov.  8,  1830 

do 
Feb.  18.  1923 
April  7, 1828 
April  20,  1829 
July  14,  1832 
Jan.  8,  1835 
Feb.  16,  1835 
April  11.  1835 
Feb.  13,  1826 
Dec  28,  1830 
July  14, 1822 
Nov.  23,  1835 
Dec.  9, 1835 


William  Lunas 
Thomas  B.  Morgan 
John  Taylor 
Thomas  Sutton 
James  Speddy 
Woodroe  Douglas 
Andrew  M.  Porter 
Peter  Crotxer 
James  Y.  Brady 
David  ThomiMon 
William  Thompson 
William  Biddle 
Archibald  Sutcs 
William  Robison 
WiiUam  Hart 
Samuel  Matthews 
David  W.  Wakefield 
Aaron  Norris 
William  H.  Dickey 
John  Barr 
James  Chambers 
Joseph  Rolvison 
Jcromiah  McAllister 


JEFFERSON  COUNTY. 


March  18,  1818 
Jan.  16,  1809 
May  20,  1831 
Oct  22,  1831 
Nov.  13,  1832 
May  27,  1833 
Oct.  25,  1833 
Oct.  81, 1833 
Jan.  1,  1834 
May  27,  1835 

JUNIATA 

Sept.  2,  1831 
Oct  22, 1831 
Sept  24,  1833 
Djc  9, 1835 
AprU  1,  1881 


Joseph  M'Cullocb 
John  Stratten 
John  Wil^m 
Stephen  Ttbbetts 
Jar<?d  B.  Evans 
Matthew  Dickey 
WiUiam  A.  Slojm 
J  imej  GiUigher 
Jamej  Bond 

COUNTY. 

James  Butler 
Henry  G.  Hester 
Joseph  Curamingi 
David  Ekler 

SaiDMl  Raniids 


Jan.  16, 1817 
Ap.-il  4. 1837 
Juns  16,  1836 
Miy33,  1836 
jAn.2d.  1816 
March  23.  1836 
MirchS.  1837 
May  23.  1836 
Ojt24  18  !6 
Aug.  19,  1836 
Jan. 28,  1886 
Mav  23, 1836 
March  21,  1837 
April  4.  1837 
Feb.  16.1837 
May  23.  1836 
Nov.  14,  1836 


Aug.  12,1823 
Dec  1,1823 
Nov.  24,  1826 
April  20,  1829 
Jan.  17,  1832 
Feb.  23,  1832 
Dec.  I.  1835 
Jan.  2,  1816 
Dec  1, 1823 
April  19,  1883 
Dec  19,  1834 
Feb.  2, 1835 
April  9, 1835 
Nov.  4.  1835 
March  2 1,  1836 
Oct  26,  1836 
March  30,  1836 
Feb.  21,  1837 
May  16,  1836 

do 
June  8,  1836 
March  3, 1837 
April  20.  1837 


Dec  1,1823 
Marph31,1827 
Jan.  8,  1836 
Feb.  14,  1835 
Jan.  23,  1836 
June  14,  1836 
August  29,  1836 
March   16,   1836 
June  14, 1836 


Sept  2,  1831 
Sept  7, 1831 
Sept  12.  1831 
Oct  4, 1831 
Oct,  22, 1881 


fi«0 


PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 


JiniM  Trow 
Smnuel  Heim 
DiiviU  W  Stewart 
Wm.  Zeigler 
Bolomnn  Hauss 
Jameii  Hughea 
John  North 
Patrick  M*Kennan 
Thomas  Elliott 
Robert  Wooda 
Stewart  Laid 
Baoiuel  M'Faddin 
John  Milken 

George  Matter 
Chriatian  Strenge 
Jamea  Clyde 
Jamf  a  Wright  Jr. 
IfaTid  Myera 
Jacob  Metzsar 
Chriatian    Eggert 
Michael  Strine 
John  MusaeUn 
Jacob  Mvers 
Joaeph  Moaher 
George  Hoffman 
Jimea  Black 
Peilip  Foster 
I«aac  Gir^io 
John  Stfucy 
Jamea  M'Phail 
John  Quigley 
John  Good 
Henry  Rush 
Joseph  Mojhcf 
Joseph  Wrntz 
Jacob  Newswenger 
Wiiram  M'Creary 
Radolph  Wiasler 
Jacob  Sh  pier 
Daniel  K'-ndig 
Abmhani  Bitner 
Daniel  Fnlton 
Jacob  8hink  (miller) 
George  Britz 
Edward  8mith 
Jacob  Buahong 
John  Lightner 
Jacob  a  Zrii 
Creorge  Reed 
William  Shick 
Jonathan  D.  Jonca 
Daniel  K.  Bertohtte 
Davin  Hamhright 
Michael  8tpver 
Cortia  Ream 
Banjainin  Bowman 
Amnm  Fleiahtr 


Jan.  8, 1833 
April  19.  1888 
March  18,  1835 
May  87. 1835 
Dec.  9, 1835 
May  3,  1831 

do 
Oct.  2.  1831 
Oct.  20,  1831 

do 
Oct.  22.  1831 
March  12,  1832 

do 


Noah  Hedden 
John  Wyke 
John  Ashfield 
David  Glenn 
Thomas  J.  M'Connett 
Samuel  Wallick 
Wm.  Arbuckel 
Joseph  Bery 
David  McClure 
John  M'Alliater 
Jacob  L.  Lukena 
Jacob  R.  Haller 
Wm.  M,Kee 


LANCASTER  COUNTY. 


July  10,1809 
Dec.  6,  1811 
Dec  10,  1813 
Dec  3,  1823 
Dec  9,  1823 

do 
August  4,  1824 
April  18,  1825 
June  5,  1827 
Feb.  27  1832 
April  6.  1832 
May   17,  1814 
July  5,  1818 
April  14.  1827 
D»c.  14,  1829 
Feb.  6,  1833 
Der.2,  18*^4 
June  5,  1835 
Sp  t  11,1809 
March  23. 1813 
July  3,  1821 
Sept.  23,  1822 
Dec.  9,  1823 
Nov.  20,  1824 
Oct.  25,    1825 
March  21, 1829 
Dec  10,  1829 

do 
August  2.1831 
Nov.  14,  1835 
Dec  1, 1835 
April  3,  1818 
Sept.7,  1818 
March  6,  1822 
Dec.  9, 1823 
Oct  31,  1825 
March  21,  1829 
April  4, 1833 
May  19,  1834 
June  15,  1835 
March  26,  21 
March  29,  1821 
May  90, 1822 

do 


Samuel  Bowman 

Richard  R.  Heistler 

John  WiUon 
^  JhcoH  Hib^hman 

Jacob  Steiner 

Abraham  Bixler  Jr. 

Anthony  A.  "^T'Donough 

Willinm   Wilkinson 

Jacob  Graybill 

Jacob  Pecior 

Dtivid  May 

Thomas  Maaterson 

Jomes  Mackey 

Jam^a  Eagan 

WiUiam  Child 

Henry  Sellers 

William  Goodyear 

Robert  King 

John  Thome 

Simon  S.  Seiple 

Henry  Keyscr 

Robert  Richardson 

Peter  Albright 

Jacob  Red  seeker 

George  Blattenbergor 

Thomas  Dickey  Jr. 

Andrew  Waid 

Roi)ert  8.  Curry 

John  Auxer 

George  M.  Bowman 

Michael  Kline  Jr. 

Benjamin  Kreiter 

Christian  H.  Ranch 

George  Illig 

Henry  Keyaer 

J«eonard  Miller 

Benjamin  Pennell 

Samuel  Eberiy 

Christian  Bentz 

Abrah  im  Eichler 

John  Lnndia 
I  John  Esler 

Peter  Martin  Jr, 

Joaeph  Ktller 


Nov.  9,  iaS6 
Nov.  IR,  18S5 

do 
May  S,  1881 

do 
Rfpt3,1831 
Oct  22,  1881 
Dec  I,  1836 
June  4, 1886 
Oct  28,  1886 
March  10,  1886 
June  4,  1886 
June  15,  1886 

Dec  10,  1888 
Auga8t4,  1884 
April  3,  1885 
Nor.  ^,  1825 
May  34,  1836 

do 
Jan.  11,  1833 
Feb.  8,  1816 
J<in.  5,  1818 
March  7,  1818 
Jan.  16.1819 
March  31,  183S 
June  18, 1833 
Dec  9,  1838 
Aagaat5.  1811 
Feb.  16.  1883 
Jan.  34,  1835 
May  13,  1838 
March  24.  1835 
May  27. 1834 
No^.  5,  1885 
April  25,  1835 

do 
Dec  7,1835 
Feb.  37,  1836 
March  10.  1837 
Dec  10.  1839 
April  30.  1880 
April  25,  1831 
Feb.  16,  1883 
May  16,  1818 
May  37,  1880 
August  34J|^1 
Dec.  13.  TS88 
June  4, 1834 
Feb.  4,  1886 
March  4. 1836 
March    14.  1837 
April  8, 1839 
April  23,1830 
AugHst7. 1838 
Jan  17,1838 
Oct  38,  1686 
Pec  16, 1818 
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Benqr  D.  O^erhohzer 
Nftthiiniel  F.  Lightner 
Andrew  Dunalp 
William  Weidman 
John  RobinBon 
Jamn  Rca 
Adam  Fo^le 
Henry  F.  dlaymaker 


Dec  13, 1880 
March  84, 1831 
Jan.  83,  1833 
Feb.  8,  1836 
July  4, 1811 
March  19,  1812 
April  4,  1822 
Oct  7, 1828 
Dec  9,  1823 


William  Henderson 
Thomas  G.  Henderson    March  29,  18S0 
John  A.  Gait  Dec  9, 1830 

Archibald  L.  HendersonOct  28, 1833 


James  Jackson 
Daniel  Eckman 
James  M'Ginniss 
John  Black 
Jamesk  Simpson 
Jamea  Caldwell 
Abraham  Barr 
James  Johnston 
Samuel  Boyd 
Daniel  Morrison 

Peter  Shindle 
Frederick  Stoever 
Jacob  Goodhart 
Adam  Heilmm  jr. 
Henry  Dehuflf 
Frederick  Embich  sen. 
Toinas  Kroider  jr. 
Jacob  S-nith 
Michael  Knntz 
George  Bowman 
John  B.  Hcis.er 
John  Marquart 
John  Philips 
Henry  Schneck 
Jacob  Stoever 
Jacob  Schenrr 
Henry  Bower 
Ezekiel  Cheninq^on 
John  8hultz  sen. 
Samuel  Kcx 
Jam  05  Hnston 
Gottlieb  Kintzol 
George  F.  Miller 
Jahn  Spangler 
Micbiiel  Schoch, 
John  Hetierirh 
Christian  Sirach 
John  Schertzer 
Geo.  Hess  jr. 

Jjeonard  Nagle 
Chrt.<tian  F.  Beitel 
Nicholas  Saoger 
(Ho.  Heck 
Oeorga  Morx 
John  JCnaau 


March  23,  1820 
Nov.  3.  1820 
March  31,  1823 
Oct.  31,  1825 
Sept.  8,  1828 
Aagust22,   1823 
Due.  14,  1835 
Aagnst2,18ll 
Dec  6,1813 
June  10,  1822 

LEBANON 


Robert  King  Jr. 
Jacob  Job 
Absalom  Dabree 
James  Hanna 
William  W.  Steel 
WUIiam  Oklfield 
Jacob  F.  Markley 
Jacob  Fehljr. 
Peter  Ranck 
William  Hoar 
John  Schneder 
James  Dysart 
David  M.  Marthi 
Joseph  T.  Anderson 
Peter  Baker 
John  F.  Hummer 
Daniel  Zock 
Arthur  Linville 
John  Kidd 
David  Souder 
John  Webster 
Joseph  S.  Boyd 

COUNTY. 


April  11,  1816 
Jan.  3,  1818 
Dec.  8,  1818 
Sept  9, 1819 
Nov.2T:,  1823 
Sept.  7,1824 
Feb.  12, 1828 
July  14,  1829 
Dec.  7,  1830 
Feb.  11,1881 
Jan.  25,  1832 
August  3, 1832 
April  19,  1833 
Kept.  9,  1835 
#  Dec.  14,  1835 
Jan  20.  1817 
May  3,  1821 
June  4,  1821 
August  27,  1821 
Jan.  30,  1822 
Nov.  27,  1823 
Dec.  13,  18-23 
August  3,  1824 
Sept.  15.  1826 
Nov.    16,1829 
Nov.  23,  1830 
Dec.  9,  1830 
Jan.  7,  1834 
Oct.  28,  1835 

LEHIGH 

March  20,  1812 
Sept.  2,  1812 
March  20,  1812 
Dec  12.  1823 
Dae  21,  1834 

im*  19,  mi 


John  Bickel 
Abrahcm  Sejbolt 
John  Kauts 
FreJerick  W.  Martin 
William  Rank 
John  Hoffer 
Samuel  Goshert 
John  Branner 
John  Bickel  jr. 
Joel  Spyker 
Jamec  Wood 
Matthias  Henning 
Adam  Weise 
Christian  Shuey 
Abraham  Stine 
Jacob  WeiJIe 
Daniel  Stroh 
Levi  G.  Hollingsworth 
Chri«tian  Sheller 
William  Earley 
Abraham  Phillips 
Philip  Stine 
Adam  Grittinger 
Adam  Miller 
James  Elliott 
Frederick  Embich 
Daniel  Stine 
Allen  B.  Hibshman 
Geor:?e  W.  Fcrstein 

COUNT  V. 

John  J.  Krause 
Charles  L,  Buscb 
Jacub  Newhonl 
Jacob  Stein 
Jacob  Hart 

FftMokioidoii 


Jan.  30, 1828 
Dec  7, 1829 
March  24, 1881 
Aag.  14,  1824 
Nov.  27,  1835 
Dec  H,  1836 
May  19, 1836 
Dec  22,  1836 
March  29.  1836 
Aog.  29, 1836 
May  21,  1836 
Oct  31,  1836 

do 
Nov.  17, 1836 
Jan.  23, 1837 
April  19,1837 
March  14, 1836 

do 
Jan.  6, 1836 
Feb.  6,1837 
March  30,  1836 
July  6, 1836 

Feb.  19,  1813 

do 

do 
Nov.  27,  1823 
May  6,  1824 
May  1 1, 1924 
April  21, 1827 
Nov.  10,  1829 
Dec.  10,  1829 
Nov.  23,  1830 
Feb.  19,  1813 
March  2, 1813 
May  16. 1818 
Nov.  27,  1823 
Dec.  10,  1829 
March  24. 1831 
Feb.  19,1813 
April  4,  1821 
Nov.  27,  1823 
Dec  2, 1823 
Mxrch  27,  1834 
March  14. 1827 
Now.  26,  1829 
March  30,  1833 
August  20,  1834 
April  28,  1836 
Feb.  10. 1836 
June  10,  1836 
Dec.  16,  1836 

April  19.  1826 
Oct.  28,  1828 
Feb.  17, 1831 
Nov.  18,  1839 
Jan,  84, 1884 


6at 


PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEfilTSS. 


liftWTiiiee  StalUir 
PflUr  Cooptr 

Daniel  Frets 
Philip  Penan 
John  yng<il  jr. 
Jacob  Klien 
John  Hfnry  Helffrick 
Jacob  Romich  jr. 
Samuel  Marx 


Feb.  16,  1613 
Aug.  37,  1821 
Dec  9, 1881 
May  12,  1884 
Mirch  20,  1812 

do 
Dec.  5,  1823 

do 
Dec.  16, 1823 


George  Samuel  EiaenharUan.  12,  1827 


George  Chriatmen 
Andrew  Shifferatein 
Peter  Haaa 
John  Welder 
John  Seager, 

John  Myers 
Roawell  Wellua 
Jamea  Stark 
Ricbaid  Drinker 
AmaM  Hollister  jr. 
Benjamin  Perry 
John  Smith 
Benjamin  Reynolda 
Alvah  C.  Phiilipa 
John  Bennett 
Thomaa  irwin 
Reuben  Holgate 
Simoon  F.  Rogera 
Jaroea  Neabit 
Fisher  Gay 
Jared  R.  Baldwin 
Wataon  Baldwin 
Sharf  D.  J«ewi«i 
Schabod  Shaw 
Shadrach  Austin 
Christian  Stout 
John  Dodson 
Sebastian  Seibort 
Jonathan  Westover 
Andrew  Courtwright 
liOt  Search 
Jacob  Ogden 
Nekton  Boone 
Isaac  Hurtzell 
Jacob  Remhack 
Slunael  Johnston 
Bateman  Downing 
Thomai^  Williams 
Abraham  Shirts 
George  Drum  jun. 
Jonas  Bam 
Christian  Kuncke) 
Moaes  S.  Brundage 
Henry  Yost 
John  Briggs 
PeierWinter 
laac  Harding 
SharmoR  Loonas 
Ikodil 


do 

Nov.  3,  1820 
Aug.  30,  1821 
April  25,  1822 
Dec  12,  1823 


Jaeob  Zimnerman  jr. 
William  Fenstermacher 
Peter  SehnciJer 
Pet  r  Qroas 
Jonas  Hi*ker 
Abrahan  Traxell 
Daniel  Saeger 
Henry  Burkholder 
Greorge  Frederick 
Benjamin  Breinig 
Charlea  W.  Wicand 
Andrew  Wittman 
Jonas  Seiberling 
George  Rex 
Solomon  Gable 


LUZERNE  COUNTY. 


Doc  14,  1820 

do 
Dec  9. 1823 
Jan.  30,  1826. 
March  31,  1831 
Nov.  27,  1826 
Aug.  2,  1819 
Aug.  7,  1820 
Nov.  16,  1822 
Nov.  1,  1825 
Dec  19, 1626 
Nov.  24,  1829 
Dec  16,  1831 

do 
Dec.  4,  1832. 
May,  27, 1833 
Dec  20,  1833 
Apiil,  18,  1836 
Jan.  15, 1818 
July  11,  1821 
Oct  24,  1822 
Dec.  9, 1823 
March  17,  1824 
May  14, 1827 
Oct.  24,  1832 
Nov.  3,  1832 
Jan.  12,  1836 
Dec  9, 1835 
Jan.  14, 1814 
Jan.  28,  1819 
Jan.  2,  1822 
Feb.  28,  1825 
May  19,1831 
March  17,  1818 
March  27,  1824 
April  13,  1>^26 
Dec.  6,1828 
Jan.  21,  1832 

do 
Jan.  21,  1834 
May  16,  1818 
Dec  16, 1818 
Jftn  24, 1820 
AprU  0|  1820 


Eheneier  Slocum 

Orange  Fuller 

David  B.  Blanchard 

Ziba  Davenport 

Moees  Vaughn 

D  miel  Harding 

Joseph  Griffin 

Thomas  Hadley 

Amzi  Wilson 

Erastus  Smith 

Elisha  Blackman  2d. 

Roger  Orvis 

Lemuel  Stone 

Caleb  Roberta 

Samuel  Vail 
John  Marcy 
Benjamin  F.  Baily 
John  Lowry 
I  Thomas  Smith 
Asa  Stevens 
Cyrus  Avery 
Elisha  Harding  jun. 
Alfred  Hine 
Jasper  Faaaett 
Miles  Avery 
Luman  Ferry 
Jonathan  Parker 
Ezekial  Mowry 
Moses  Overfield 
Isaac  Lacy  jun. 
Daniel  Hicks 
William  S.  Jayna 
James  Brown 
Jamea  Kelly 
Schuyler  Faaaett 
Henry  Oatarhont 
John  Stark 
Jacob  J.  Bogardoa 
Stephen  Burrett 
S  imuel  Hodgdoii 
Sylvanus  Heermaos 
James  Pike 
Peter  Corseliiii 
Eliba 


Jtn.  6. 1631 
Mi^  81.  I8U 
Dae  1, 1835 
May  16, 1812 
Dec.  12, 1821 
July  14, 1826 
Aug.  26,  1826 
July  9, 1830 
May  21,  1834 
Nov.  9,  1835 
April  1.1836 
March  8,  1837 
June  16,  1836 

do 

do 


July  11,  1821 
March  8,  1822 
Jaly  25,  1829 
Oct  25,  1830 
Sept.  14,  1831 
Jan.  19,  1832 
Oct.  24,  1838 
April  4,  1833 
Dec  20, 1833 
Jan.  10,  1835 
Nov.  4,  1835 
Feb.  23, 1810 
Dec.  16,  1818 
Jan.  2,  1822 
Nov.  28, 1886 
Sept.  6, 1830 

do 
April  6,  1331 
Jan.  14.  1834 
July  12,  1809 
Jan.  15,  1811 
July  3,    1820 
Dec  8, 1823 
March  19, 1884 
Jan.  24,  1885 
March  24,  1825 
March,  3  1886 
Dec  11  1836 
Feb.  25,  1830 
June  15,  1830 
Oct  6,  1830 
Dec  20, 1831 
August  15, 1833 
May  27,  1834 
Nov.  23,  1835 
Nov.  87,  1835 
June  15,  1836 
July  16,  1836 
March  6,  1836 
Jan.  28,  1836 
June  15,  1836 
Feb.  18,  1837 
Feb.  18»  1686 
Iftfcb6|1687 
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Jeremiah  Tall  nan 
Apollo*  W  loJwiri) 
B  'n  jamin  Jones 
itenry  Lenhirl 
B.*njan!iin  Pilco^k 
Jonathiin  WiUon  jan. 
Jaco!i  G.-affis 
Nathaniel  Borrovrs 
P?isr  ViEndsrhsit  jun. 
ThoaiMEliia 
J-icob  Rnthrock 
Jamea  M*Lean 
C  irnelius  Vunfleet 
W.1 1  im  Ch  imlMrlin 
John  Shafljf 
Samuel  Shoemjker 
John  Hunter 
Henry  Punaton 
John  B.  Matwell 
JamM  IjiW4on 
Sirnon  Schuyler 
R  >bert  M*Cormick 
laVael  Ludlow 
Daniel  Hantxinger 
WiUiam  Colley 
Peter  Dimm 
John  J.  Croaae 
Jamei  Gallaway 
William  Smith 
George  Bennett 
James  M*Micken 
Anthony  Moore 
Samuel  Torbit 
Richard  Hays 
Aleiander  Stewart 
John  Clark 
Jacob  Beck 
Ji>hn  Reed 
John  Murphy 
Andrew  A.  Stewart 

James  Halstid 
Nathaniel  White 
Hyde  B.  Rice 
Daniel  Forster 
John  Fobes 
William  M.  Bennett 
Asa  Sartwell ' 
William  Gibbs, 
Abner  Lull 
JohnE.Niles 

Alexander  Dnmart 
FrandsBeahr 
GecMrga  W.  Fell 
Robert  Bean 
GMTgaFel! 
Aiim  TboapMD 


LYCOMING  COUNTY. 


Feb.  29,  1813 
Feb.  1,  1818 
Dec  15,  H20 
Miy  3,  1821 
Feb.  18,  1818 
Jan.  15  1823 
Dec,  8,  1823 
Not.  23,  1826 
Jan.23,  1829 
Auga4  10.  1833 
Jan.  8.  1833 
Jun.^  4.  1834 
Mirch2l,  1809 
Mirch2, 1814 
Apr:i2, 1816 
May  1,1821 
March  38.  1833 
Dec.  9,  1823 
Jan.  33,  1836 
Jan.  17,1827 
M^y  17,  1837 
Jan.  1 1.  1831 
Dec.  13,  1831 
Mirch  16,  1833 
March  38,  1833 
Sept.  13,  1833 
Jan.  8  1835 
Not  33  1836 
April  9,  1835 
June  11,  ISIO 
March   27,  1811 
Feb.  16,  1830 
Sept.  8,  1813 
Dec.  15, 1815 
March  28,  1823 
March  22,  1824 
March  7,  1825 
Sept.  27,  1828 
April  6,  1829 
August  21, 1829 

McKEAN 

Feb.  3,  1817 
March  31,  1823 
March  22,  1827 
March  31,  1827 
Not.  15,  1628 

do 
April  20,  1829 
Sept  9, 1830 
Oct.  4,  1831 
April  1,  1833 

MERCER 

March  26,  1811 
Dec  9,  1828 

do 
March  23, 1824 

do 

do 


John  Pur  •ell 
Edwart  H.  Ruaael 
Hrnry  Clingher 
John  Grjffius 
James  Lowden 
Williiim  Johnston  jr. 
D  iTid  Taylor 
Nicholas  Funston 
John  Sloan 
Jaines  Wat<«on 
Abraham  Harris 
Andrew  Snyder 
Washington  Dunn 
S  >lom  in  B'istreas 
Jicob  Warren 
William  Turner 
Thomas  Price 
J.)hn  Silman 
Sref)hen  Winchester 
William  Babh 
R  ibert  M*Mas'ars 
Thomas  Hurtx 
Joseph  T.  Quay 
Joseph  Antes 
William  A.  Wikoff 
WillUm  Watson 
John  Qaii{ley 
Michael  Quigley 
John  M.  Floyd 
William  Pence 
Robert  Lusk 
Andrew  Irwin 
James  Carskadden  Jr. 
Jared  P.  Huling 
Amos  Ellis 
Henry  Scott 
John  HiU 

Benjamin  F.  Pawling 
Cephas  Bachelor 
Dennis  Callahan 

COUNTY. 

Solomon  Stoddart 
Alfred  Forbes, 
Nathaniel  C.  Gallop 
Daniel  Stinton 
LoTi  Coats 
Ebenezer  Pattison 
Brewster  Freeman 
Oshea  R.  Bennett 
George  W.  Couoh 


COUNTY! 

John  Keek 
John  Leech 
John  Ghristly 
Henry  D.L.CoMett 
Edward  Cambball 
SanwlCWifiU 


Oct.  16, 1830 
July  30. 1832 
Sept.  27,  1833 
Fek  13,1833 
March  11,  1833 
Sep.  35,  1834 
May  9.  1835 
Njt.  4,  1835 
Dec  14,  1835 
Dec  14.  1813 
Jan.  7.  1813 
March  33.  1817 
Dec  16,  1819 
Not.  1.1830 
Miy3.  1821 
Dec  31,  1821 
Jan.  15,  1833 
Dec,  8,  1823 

do 
Dec  13,  1833 
March  22,  1824 

do 
Juno  3,  1824 
Feb.  18,  1823 
June  12, 1830 
August  17,  1830 
Jan  11,1831  I 
April  8,  1831 
Oct  31, 1833 
Jan.  26,  1835 
Jan.  11,  1809 
Jan.  3,  1817 
Not.  12,  1828 
Jan.  8, 1835 
July  11,1828 
Jan.  5,  1836 
March  25,  1837 

do 
March  14,  1836 
Sept  17,  1836 

March  24,  1835 
June  18,  1835 
Augnst8,  1832 
June  5, 1827 
Julv  14,  1834 
Oct  26,  1835 
Dec  5, 1818 
March  21, 1836 
do 


Jan.  16  183$ ; 
Not.  9,  1iS9 
May  18,  1883 
July  17, 18S8 
Not.  %  1809 
MMcb  30, 1816 
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David  McKnigbt 
Amo*  Ball 
Gmrge  Reynolds 
Altrabam  G.  Stoner 
Morrifl  L?ech 
John  Murrin 
JaoMV  T.  Black 
WiillainMrMiliin 
WilUiim  G.  Welsh 
Joseph  Kirk 
John  GoUovray 
Malcoin  McComb 
Thomas  Irvine 
John  Mitchpltree 
William  Graham 
WUliam  Budil 
Alexander  Wright  Jr. 
Mathew  Small 
Arthur  Chenowith 
John  Fi«her 
Alexander  Miller 
Wi.liam  Portei 
JoMph  Emery 
John  Frazier 
James  McKean 
Samuel  J.  Bowlby 
Thomas  Allen 
Andrew  Denniston 
Hugh  McKee 
John  EoMiy 

Arthur  McNaight 

Jacob  Hoflman 

Henry  Groce  Jr. 

Lewis  Evans 

John  Jamison 

John  McAllister 

James  North 

William  Cox 

David  McClure 

Albert  Lichthenthaler 

Andrew  N.  Gallaher 

John  WalUce 

Henry  Groce 

Robert  Woods 

Steward  Laird 

Jonn  Watson 

William  Patton 

Josiah  McMeen 

David  Glenn 

William  Arbuckle 

WilUam  'J\  McMUlin 

Samuel  Wallick 

Elijah  Davis 

Thomas  J.  Postlewaith    SepL8, 1816 

William  Swaniey  Feb.  2,  1820 

John  BaiUm  Dec.  8, 1823 

Lukens  Atkinson  Jan.  29, 1825 

Jonitliaii  J,CiuiniDi}iamFeb.26,  1880 


March  23,  1824    | 
May  17,  1831 
July  8,  1833 
July  17,  1833 
April  23,  1834 

do 
Dec.  7,  1835 
J  in.  30,  1818 
Dec  29.  1818 
J  m.  24,  1827 
Jan.  29,  1830 
Dec  22.  1830 
Jsn.  6.1831 
Jan.  10,  1832 
Fib.  19. 1835 
Jan.  9,  1815 
March  28,  1814 
Oct.  24,  1822 
Dec.  14.  1825 
March  27,  1826 
April  12,  1827 
Jan.  21,  1828 

do 
April  5,  1830 
April  24,  1834 
Nov.  9,  1835 
Dec.  7,  1835  ^ 
Dec  14,  1815 
April  15,  1816 
Dec  9,  1818 

MIFFLIN 

August  31, 1809 
August  20,  1813 
Nov.  11.1818 
Dec.  1, 1820 
March   28,  1823 
March  31,  1823 
Nov.  24, 1823 
Nov.  29, 1825 
April  11. 1827 
Sept  12,  1829 
June  28,  1821 
March  5,  1824, 
April  6,  1815 
Feb.  20  1819 
August  5, 1822 
Dec  9, 1823 

do 
April  13, 1829 
Msrch  20,  1821 

dc 
August  5,  1824 
April  21,  1825 
March  7,  1813 


Benjamin  Woods 
Jame^t  Locke 
Joseph  Smith 
Samuel  Hinds 
James  Templeton 
James  Braden 
Jiihn  Chamliem 
Bevan  Pearaon 
Joseph  Kerr 
Enoch  Prine 
Thomas  CDulwn 
Robert  Henderson 
Allen  Dunn 
John   McElwain 
D>ivid  Condict 
Samuel  Glenn 
William  Church 
James  McCracken 
George  Sheakly 
James  R.  Wich 
Josefih  B.  Herrick 
Samuel  Wcbnter 
William  A.  Bean 
Thom-is  Pomroy 
Robert  McCormick 
John  C.  Smith 
William  McKean 
James  J.  Smith 
Samuel  B.  Hagen 

COUNTY. 

David  Bell 
James  McDonald 
Joseph  Bowers 
James  Wills 
Jesse  Adams 
Abraham  Hoover 
William  P.  McCUy 
James  Gibbony 
David  Milliken 
John  Everhart 
Richard  Hope 
John  Hahn 
George  Green 
Alexander  Thompson 
James  Nixon 
Thomas  Magee 
Amos  Strode 
Francis  Boggs 
George  Zigler 
Stephen  Hinds 
'iliomas  Horrell 
Robert  McNeal 
George  Da%is 
William  P.  ElUott 
WilUam  McCcy 
James  Kinsloe 
Andrew  Keiser 
Henry  K*  <p 


Dec  9, 1823 
Feb.  3,  1834 
Jan.  3, 1811 
Feb.  1.  1820 
Oct  24,  1822 
Maiv;h  14,  I8S3 
March  6.  1887 
Feb.  9, 1831 
Dec.  16,18S4 
Oct.  24,  182S 
Jan.  2,  1830 
March  7.  1834 
Sept.  12.  1824 
Jan.  2,  1811 
March  1,  1818 
March  29,  1820 
Jan.  24,  1827 
Feb.  12,  1828 
April  6.  1830 
May  19.  1836 
March  21. 1887 
April  4,  1837 

do 
March  23.  1836 
Jan.  23, 1887 
June  16. 1886 
June  15.  1836 
March  23,  1836 
June  16, 1836 


July  12, 1833 
Dec  24,  1833 
March  13,  1836 
April  4, 1810 
Nov.  28, 1823 
Des.  8, 1823 
Feb.  6.   1828 
April  13,  1829 
Jan.  28,  1824 
Feb.  21,1833 
Feb.  10, 1810 
August  8,  1826 
May  2,  1827 
Jan.  28,  1834 
May  4. 1813 
Dec  16,  1830 
Nov.  24, 1823 
March  10, 1831 
April  3,  1833 
April  30  1833 
Dec.  25,  1833 
Jan.  16,  1836 
Dec  9, 1836 
June  10. 2321 

do 
Nov.  26, 1823 
March  24*  1835 
A|»ril  16, 1831 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1837. 


fM 


McCord 

Jan.  30,  1833 

Cliarlea  Brattun 

Dec  29,  l(i36 

Eisenbiie 

Jan. 16, 1835 

Jamea  H.  Bcrrybill 

.March  39, 1886 

rin  Major 

Dec.  14, 1835 

.' 

MONROE  COUNTY. 

rice 

August  29,   1836 

Jacob  Eiksnberger 

Oct  28,  1836, 

lanna 

do 

Samuel  Mycra 

Nov.  9,  1886 

hu8  Smith 

Jan.  23.  1837 

Iiovi  Sultter 

Dec  14, 18^ 

ck  Eilenbergcr 

Feb.  10,  1837 

Peter  Shaw 

Jan.S8  leST 

Newell 

August  27, 1836 

Francia  J.  Smith 

Jan.  34, 1987 

)aU»oian 

do 

John  C  Strunk 

Jan.  36, 1889 

Smith 

do 

Simon  Gruber 

May  16, 1887, 

I  Taylor 

Ao 

Jacob  Frantz 

August  17,  1886 

n  Salrbrul 

August  20,  1835 

Joseph  IVock 

do 

G.  Eschcnback 

Oct.  21, 1836 

Joseph  Johnaoii 

Nov.  1 1, 1886 

lusch 

Oct.  26,  1836 

Charlca  H.  Hcanov 

Dec  5,  1888 

'.  Miller 

do 

- 

.MONTGO.ME 

RY  COUNTY. 

ike 

April  26,  1817 

Jacob  Gerhard 

May  1.  1834 

liancnbergrr 

July  7,  1818 

Abraham  Hanej' 

March  34,  1886 

Hahn  jr. 

8ep.  13,  1810 

Jacob  Slemmcr 

June  3, 1834 

[eiat 

March  29,  1820 

Alfred  Bitting 

AfH  31,  1831 

►oyer 

Dec.  16.  1820 

John  Gcyer 

Dec.  16. 1831 

der  Moore 

Dec.  1.5,  1823 

JohiifShafTcr 

Jan.  9,  1833 

lin  F.  Hancock 

April  3,   1828 

John  D.  Apple 

Jur«ell,1834 

Llmi^iead 

July  9,  1829 

Tobiaa  ScHera 

Feb.  38. 1886 

Kaumaii 

«cp.  24,  1820 

George  Richards 

May  1, 1631 

1  C.  Bumside 

Dec.  1.1829 

William  Baird 

Sep.  6,1 88^1 

W.  Evans 

May.  3,  1832 

John  Steiner 

May  16, 1888 

1 1).  raucmon 

May  17,  1832 

Jacob  Hubley 

Dec  3,  1828 

1  Zollin« 

March  31,  1835 

Jacob  Drinkhoude 

May  16,  1834 

Funtihowt*r 

Nov  14,1835 

Peter  Mdler 

March  37,  1834 

'.  SchcrU 

Dec.  9, 1835 

Frederick  Delecher 

Dec  14, 1824 

V^aggiui  ?l!cr 

Dec.  24,  1816 

J  ease  Umstead 

Jan.  20,  1836. 

lin  TvRon 

June  30, 1817 

Benjamin  B.  Yoat 

Dec.  39, 1835 

jindcrmaii 

Dec.  10,  1810 

Peter  Baatreas  jr. 

July  14,  1836 

boma.s 

Feb.  20,  1820 

JcRHe  Kline 

Feb.  38,  1830 

bearer 

Dec.  15.  1820 

Adam  Hemmer 

Oct.  34  1881 

.  MiK-nmcr 

Nov.  15. 1822 

Jacob  Fryer 

Jan.  33,  1888 

Longacre 

July  5, 1825 

Jacob  S.  Yoat 

Jan.  8,  1885 

Evan:* 

April  4,  1827 

John  Suppire 

Dec  6,  1883 

Oewoes 

April  20,  1829 

James  Anderson 

Jan.  9,  1887 

Henry 

Nov.  16,1829 

Samuel  Young 

AprU  18, 1889 

Highly 

Oct.  3, 1831 

David  N.  Egbert 

August  31,  1839 

ZoQckfi 

Dec.  10,  1831 

Thomas  Lower 

Dec  14.  1838 

*odd 

July  15.  1833 

Henry  Doab 

Dec  8,  1818 

Baird 

Jan.  5   1835 

Daniel  Davis 

August  6, 18L9 

Namcnt 

Apiil  4,  1835 

Jonathan  Shoemaker 

.March  34,  1888 

lazor 

May  2S,  1835 

Thomaa  Egbert 

May  16,  1838 

Dehaven 

Dec.  7,  1835 

George  Piper 

July  14, 1836 

KfBn 

Oct.  2, 1818 

Thomas  J.  Webber 

S«p.  13,  1834 

lorria 

MHrch24,  1823 

William  Moore 

Dec  9,  1886 

Sordon 

do 

Mahlon  V.  Booskirk 

May  6  1811 

h  Morgaa  jr. 

Dec.  12  1823 

Hiram  M'Neill 

Dec  18,  1816 

Hozworth 

June  9,  1832 

Christian  Snyder 

Dec  16,  1880 

Hockcr 

Dec.  4,  1835 

Jacob  Fitswatei 

Much  e,  1883 

C.  Kalp 

May  21,  1816 

George  H.  Pawling 

Dec  8, 1888. 

Din  Reiflf 

Oct,  19,  1831 

George  Rex 

Dec.  1, 1838 

1  Billger 

Dec.  14,  1836 

Christian  Heiael 

Oct  16, 1830 

Reed 

May  25,  1816 

Charlei  Pahner 

AprU  6, 1833 

TOt.  111. 

an 

JoMbMirJwU 
P«ur  AimU 

Jacob  Coaw 
TUophiliw  HMti* 
John  Holmw 
I.jnford  Litdncr 
Geprf  e  W,  Murjwi 
Vuiirl  Thoniiu 
SunacI  F.  Dunn 
Sanjamin  CTiupjn 
JanithanT.KniEbt 
GeocB'  B-  Fwilej 
John  DUke 
Alfred  TagiehaDi 
Benjamin  Clift 
iHie  ShBllcrM 
qaoige  K.  Biidd 
fVuklin  Conity 
LMurd  Knighi 
EII»  Lewis 
John  Paalkrod 
John  Rupcn 
JohnD.  Hs'pet 
Siks  Wiltan 
Jacob  Rmtr 
Join  S^trorontain 
Jadcdiab  Strong 
Jobii  Krttct 
Jieob  Konunm 
Jcromo  Keating 
JoMph  Hergeiheiniei 
DiDicI  SniLler 
WiUian  J.  Broolir 
Tnaat  Murphy 
Abi^baro  B.  Am"m« 
CbfflarN.  HaBtiR 
Bwaal  H.  fitingbuff 
I«rMlS.i:i1iDtt 

Joha  fihoB 
Jek».6bMr 
William  Moul^r 
Miflin  La-Mr 
JobjlL-Wooif 
TboiQia  CaiU  jr. 
Darid  WiEip[*r 
Tiberio*  J.  BTy»n( 
Joaaih  B.  Sini' 
Cbari«Sondrr 
TbomM.WiUaii 
L«wiiD.  BcJiii 

liaaeBsileau 
Thonaii  M.  Rurh 
RobcnBiooki 
Tracy  Taj'o' 
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Fab.  B,  1B36         I  Sanual  Tbompaon 
April2fi,  ISSe       Swoual  Kn-bl 
March  31, 1S3G   ' 

PHILADELPHIA  COUNTl', 


Feb.  7,  181(1 
De:.4,  IHIS 
Nov.  3,  ISIS 
Ort.l4.  ISSO 
May  1«,  1833 
Maj  17,  1833 
D«:.  10,  1883 

do 

do 
Oct.  30,  1835 
Feb.  18.  18S6 
"Dtr.  1, 1836 
June  IS,  18SB 
Dec  M,  1839 
Jan.  34,  1X80 
Feb.  1».  1830 
April  30, 1830 
Ma7  34.  1830 
July  9, 1830 
Feb.  33,  1831 
Jaly  11,   183t 
Dec.  9,  1886 
March  37,  1813 
Jaa.  IS,  181 T 
AugurtSfi,  IBID 
June  4, 1831 
NoT,37,1833 

do 
Dec.  IS.  IS33 
June  3, 1834 
OcL  31,  1834 
May  33,  1839 
Sert.33.  I8» 
Dec  7, 1839 
Sept.  34, 1833 
Not,  C,  1B33 
Dec.  7, 1835 
Dec.  9, 1836 
Not.  S8,  1K1I 
Dee.  13,   1811 
Dee.SI,  inl3 
Oct,  33,  1819 
Nov,  7.  laso 
Dk,  13, 1820 
Sept,  4,  1831 
April  4.  IHSS 
Dec.  33  1814 
Feb.  33,  IHSS 
MarrhSl.  1833 
April  I,  1933 
Miiy  17.  1833 
Dec.  9, 1833 

do 


WillUm  M'Coilile 
John  V.  Warner 
Liberty    Browne 
Fnnci*  Mitchel 
Peter  F.  Friu 
Franklin  Lee 
Jacob  CoalJ 
JacJib  F.  Hcwikley 
William  ».  FicdeHrk 
Jicob  Filter 
Jowph  P.LcCleie 
John  Rice 
JoeriA  Smith 
Jou|^  B.Notbury 
Jamea  8.  Spencer 

Alnander  Wenli 
Taaar  Bnjford 
Morilecsi  Y  Brysnl 
.Nuthiin  l^arper 
John  Livm 
Benjamin  Hutchinson 
Hmry  Sparke 
George  F.  Goodmin 
Willwm   A.  I.eo 
George  Rebn 
Morlaa  H 'Michael 
FrDcman  Scoll 
Roh*^  Hodgaon 
Hugh  Clark 
Robert  R  f^pain 
Pptrr  AibriglH 
William  »orl<er 
Williatn  O.  KUme 
William  Rheiner 
John  M.  UannoD 
Henry  King 
William  B  Mou 
Jame!>  J  Bclair 
Jt.hn  TliDra'.won 
Ruben  L   LoDghend 
William  L   Noni.n 

KamucI  DInck 
Andrew  HooUn 
Jobii  jMhnilon 
Augiiatmil)  Tm 
Saurael  He:Ke«hfirwr 
William  Haivey 
William  Kin([ 
Crorg*  Howonb 
lloinrl  Can 
Henry  I>eech 
Joaeph  B   HrIhn 


Uf '.  9. 1833 
Fab.  28, 1815 
Dec.  6,1836 
April  4,  I8ST 
AprU7,  1838 
Dtc.  5,  18X8 
May  33,  I8U 
Sept.3S,  IS9S 
Oct  8,  1839 
(kt.  16.  18M 


Feb.  SS,  IBM 
.March  39,  ISM 
April  6,  ISSg 

July  16,  isaa 

Fah.  S3,  1881 
Feb.  38,  1831 
AngnatS,  1811 
.Vo*.  11,  1831 
May  37, 1833 
July  3,  1833 
Jalv».1833 
De^.  18,1833 
Jan.  14,  1834 
Not,  3S  1835 
Nov, 9, 1S3S 
Dec.  7, 1835 

do 
Dec  9, 1S3S 
Dec  II,  1835 
Dec.  9,  1833 
Dec.  14, 1836 
Jiin.34.  18)5 
I)ee.I8.18» 
Dec  33,  imt 
An^niM  9,  ISH 
MsTch  6, 1839 
July  14.  1839 


Decl 


1839 


De.^.  10, 1829 

ilo 
April  S3,  1830 
Jurytlt,lfl3e 
Dec.  10.  1830 
March?,  1893 
Dec.  14.  I8» 
8ep(.3t89l 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1837. 


569 


ield 
oly 
It 

ckniuii 
Brown 


Ivur 
:ker 

* 

na 
h 

msaulcft 
adhcml  jr. 
tbrook 
imock 
ielier 
VIott 
Wilson 


irt 
in 

Ick  jr. 
in 

uller 

'aiicam)K*n 

esjun. 

r 

,  Warner 


?P' 


hart 

ri^OII 

Xaily 
earn 

wan 

'hfr 

.ison 

\,  Kleiniiiiii.: 

hart, 

IImmi 
fr 

leptn 
« 

,-d 
leil 
ipbei! 
irk 


Nov.  37,  1835 
June  1,1836 
Jan.  9,  1837 
August  5, 183G 
Oct.  31, 1836 
April  14,  1837 

PIKE  COUNTY, 


John  H  Cavendrr 
Stephen  Payran  jr. 
George  Erety 
Jacob  Englemnn 
Leopold  i\   Wikoff 


Nov;  4.  1814 
Man^h  18,  1817 
April  12,  1883 

do 
May  30,  1832 
Julv  7.  1835 
Dec,  2,  18S3 
Feb,  26,  1824 
Oct,  2,  1820 
Nov.  10,  1832 
Marrh  4.  1834 
Doc.  7,  isrjs 


John  Cro8» 
Jacob  Quick 
Richard  Eldred 
Jacob  Bonnell 
Chnriea  B  Ridgway 
Francis  Al.  Smith 
Samuel  Dc  Rcj 
John  Brink 
Daniel  Judson 
Moses  Kellam 
Moaes  KclIam  jr. 
Moften  Bingham 


POTTCK  COl'NTV. 


.Iulv7,  1818 
Feb.  6,  1819 

do 
April  4, 1811 

Mty5. 1824 
Jan.  29, 1825 
March  11,  1828 
Jan. 20,  18S1 
Feb.  6,  \H\VZ 

March  17,  1832 


Horatio  A.  Nclfon 
John  IvpH 
(lideon  Turner 
George  E^tetf 
Orange  J.  Lewi^ 
Foster  ReynoldH 
John  Earll 
William  Ellsworth 
David  RoK8 


SOMERSET  (;oi:ni  v. 


Jan. 13,  1813 
March  13,  1820 
Oct.  30,  1829 
M.irch25,   1820 
Oct.  21,  IS21 
May  5,  IH24 
Nov.  22,   18-*^2 
Jin.  11.1825 
April  7,  1H26 
Fo!..  1.1  SbO 
Via     12.  is'30 
<Vr.  17,  \^VA 


Jtihn  Ri«hclirr:;er 
George  Walker 
Jacob  Kimmel 
Jucob  G.  Miller 
Alexander  H.  Phi]«on 
Solonmn  Bare 
John  Miltenberger 
D  niel  Birkey 
'J'h«irna8  L'.ui«; 
Hi^rnard  (Jonnelly  jun. 
John  Hiiiina 
Mich  iol  oiiiner  jun. 


AttizUMt  U).   18313  j  Thoni»<i  i  I  anna 
0(M.*>'.  iNa.'*        I  Jacob  Au'.:iistinc 
.\ov.!::i.  IS35 

(ill 
Dtv.  1.  i^jy^ 

J:ill.   \Cu  If  10 

Jiin.  '^l,  18i:i 
April  15.   '81 1; 
\\h.  M.  IMI.S 
IVh.  21,  1820 
Drr.   m;.  IM'JO 
Maicli  :)il.  1822 
Utr.  I.'».  iSi:3 
April  20.  1$29 
\i)v,  23.  I«3.'^ 


:  Z.ilmon  h-vltUiif^ton 

,  Aii.Irew  Cfiiiftj 
iIuL:h  Cuunollv 

,  llr.iry  J..  HoUirfiok 
S.iMiut  1  Gait  w.c 
Jumc:<  Blhck 
Prter  Deal 
Michael  Dkvclv 
I)on;;'uys  £f:d(er 
John  Shiviir 
\oi»t  Siut^uian, 
8arauel  Fiok^ 

'  Jc'hn  H,  Weimer 


May  16,  1836 
July  16,  1836 
Feb.  84«  1887 
March  25, 1837 
April  27  1837 


Oet,  5, 1814 
Di«.  9,  1814, 
Feb.  26,  1824 
Feb.  27, 1827 
Oct  4, 1829 
Nov.  3,  1828 
April  5,  1830 
March  4,  1833 

do 
Oct.  5,  1814 
Feb.  26,  ]  824 
Jan.  15,  1829 

Dec.  13,  1832 
Feb.  21,  1833 
Jan.  25,  1833 
March  10,  1834 
March  1 1,  1836 

do 
March  16,  1836 
Dec.  10,  1836 
May  8, 1886 


do 
May  26,  1819 
Juno  12, 1822 

do 
April  8,  1831 
Nov.  23,  1835 
Dec.  12,  1822 
Jan.  4,  1827 
Aug.  8,1833 
March  13,  1820 
April  4,  1835 
M:irch  20,  1829 

■do 
Dec.  14,  1S29 
Feb.  1,  18J50 
April  S,  1832 
Ajiril  6,  1833 
Nov.  23,  1835 

do 
Vii.^c.  9,  1835 
March  16,  1613 
April  10,  18IC 
Fib.  15,  1820 
OcL  16,  1829 
Dec.  14,  1829 
Mjy  16  1881 
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Jacob  Murlz 
George  Flecktner 
George  Weller 
Christopher  Benin 
Benjamin  Masters 
Mark  Ross 


Bernard  Kopncr 
George  R-iush 
Frederick  Landerbron 
James  Price 
George  Modlcr 
Samuel  Huntzingcr 
Jacob  Kiirchner 
Charles  D.Migler 
George  Hoislcr 
Samuel  Dfpui 
George  Rebur 
Jacob  Leibv 
Christian  Hnldininn 
Nathan  Palmer 
WiUiam  F.  Dean 
Joseph  E.  Sorbcr 
John  Allbrigbt 
AbrahamFrrtig 
Jacob  Chrint 
George  Rrifschneidcr 
Lot  Evans 
William  B.  Hull 
Peter  Yodcr 
George  KIinj;er 
ir.  F.  Heinzelman 

Isaac  BrowuHon 
Spth  Taylor 
John  Passmorc 
Robert  GrifiiH 
Daniel  Cooly 
Cvrus  H.  Avery 
Scnl  P.  Hyde 
WiJli&m  (i.  Handrake 
Reuben  Faxon 
William  ^$almon 
Ansel  Hell 
John  C.  Wrigbt 
Samuel  W.  TruestlcU 
Benaiah  Bamev 
layman  Trowbridje 
Scth  Mitchell 
Josiah  B.  Bile 
Abraham  Du  Boit 
Jesse  Lane 
Wm.  Ward 
Charles  Dimon 
Pelatiah  Guniaon 
Walter  Lyon 
Joseph  Washburn 
Alexander  C.  Phelpa 
ThoaiM  Wellea 
PImitIm  CbiDdlev 


Feb.  5.  1818 
May,  16,  1818 
Dec  15,  18S8 
Jan.  27. 1836 
June  13,  1836 
April  3,  1837 


John  B.  Mi  ler  May  16,  1836 

John  Lohr  March  S7, 1837 

John  G.  Tantlinger  ApiU  U,  1837 

William  Fletcher  Divcly  Dec  9,  1886 
David  BladL  June  13,  1836 


SCHUYLKILL  COUNTY. 


April  6,  1811 
Jan.  12,1813 
Dec.  16, 1820 
Dec  10,  1823 
March  17, 1824 
Dec.  1,  1635 
Feb.  3, 1818 
Feb.  24,  1829 
Nov.  7,  1833 
Sept.  3,  1835 
July  23, 1814 
Sept  12,  1821 
Nov.  4, 1816 
Oct.  31,   1832 
May  27,  1834 
Nov.   14,  1835 
Feb.  21, 1817 
April  6,  1811 
Oct  3,  1821 
Feb.  27, 1833 
July  6,  1833 
Nov.  2, 1835 
May  11.  1818 
April  17.1811 
Oct  16,  1821 


Jacob  Kimmel 
Jacob  Ki&iinger 
Jacob  Reed 
Jacob  Seitzongcr 
John  Puttjr 
Amos  Yarnell 
Isaac  Blu3 
Benjamin  Spayd 
Thomas  Morns 
Daniel  Krebs 
Henry  Porter 
Isaac  Taylor 
John  Franklin 
Francis  B.  Nichols 
WilUam  Bosbyshcll 
John  Stees 
John  Strimpfler 
Elisha  Yamcll 
John  Dennison 
Solomon  Lindner 
I  John  P.  Shinkle 
Henry  G.  Robinson 
Edward  Y.  Farquhar 
Philip  Osman 
M.  Nenachvk'cnder 


SUSQUEHANNA  COUNTY 

March  25*,  1812    |  Dilton  Yarrington 
March  21,  1814      Joab  Tyler 


Feb.  20,  1810 
Jan.  20,  1825 
March  28, 1832 
Feb.  12, 1833 
June  4,  1834 
Sept.  6,  1834 
July  7,  1818 
Oct.  31,  1825 
May  17,  1827 
August  24,  1829 
Jan.  14. 1830 
March  23.  1833 
August  12,  1823 
Dec.  11,  1828 
March  19,  1824 
Nov.  SO,  1824 
Augost  8.  1825 
Feb.  1,  1830 
Dec  3,  1832 
Feb.  12,  1833 
Jan.  15,  1816 
May  16,  1818 
May  6,  1824 
May  89,  1897 


Samuel  Bissel 

William  Hartly 

Samuel  E.  Kingsbury 

Hosea  Tiffany  jr. 

Abel  Hewit 

Marvin  L.  Mack 

Joshua  W  RayursftrJ 

Davi«l  Port 

Samuel  A  Brown 

James  W  Hill 

Spencer  Hccox 

Miner  Kellv 

Jonathan  C  Sherman 

AlbertBeardslev 

Eiienecer  Kingsbury  jr. 

James  Laihrop 

Wahiin  IjOvc 
iRalphTarbox 
I  Step!i?n  Bamum 

Gurdon  Mozley 

Martial  Dimmick 

Pay  son  Kingsbury 

Samuol  Barkiey 

Myro%  TotUe 


May  26, 1823 
April  15,  1S33 
August  30,  1817 
Dec  16,  1820 
Dec.  10. 1823 
Dec  10,  1833 
Jan  31,1826 
March  3, 1830 
August  20,  1830 
April  19,  1831 

do 
Aug^ist  26,  1833 
Jsn,  20,  1832 
June  8,  1832 
June  13.  1832 
Jan.  30, 1834 
Decl.  1835 
March  18, 1835 
Dec  14, 1835 
Jan.  10,  1835 
March  11,  183G 
March  3, 1837 
April  12,  1837 
May  9, 1837 
Jan.  28,  1837 

Dec.  IS,  1835 
April  13,1813 
April  4,  1825 
March  7, 182S 
Nov.  12,  1828 
Dec  14,  1831 
Juno  I,  1832 
Feb  12,  1833 
March  28, 1812 
May  1,  1815 
Feb  6, 1817 
March  19,  1818 
Due.  11,  1823 
March  7,  1628 
Nv.i\  12.  1828 
March  24,  1830 
Se^t  12,  183 1 
Nov  9,  1835 
March  30. 183G 
May  4.  1837 
March  30, 1836 
May  6, 1836 
Feb  20,  I8S7 
Dec  21,  1836 
.March  30,  1836 
Aug.  99. 1836 
ffib,  10. 1899 
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TIOGA  COUNTY. 


I.  Smith 

Icr 

Itcm 

low 


idav,  Jr. 

itor 
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ungniuii 
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0 

shong, 
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f 
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.Tui.  25,  1813 
June  II,  1823 
March  31,  1823 
Dec  20,  1825 
Juno  10,  1826 
Jan.  19,  1827 
Dec.  U,  1830 
April  4,  1833 
April  6,  1835 
Jan.  21,  1818 
Feb.  3,  1819 
Jan. 8, 1823 
March  22,1821 
Dtc.  19,1827 
March  24,  1828 

do 

do 
Dec.  23,  1828 
June  14, 1832 
Feb.  22,  1833 
Jan.  14,  1834 
Fib.  12,  1835 
Dec.  16,  1819 

do 
Dec.  20,  1825 
Jan. 19,  1827 
Feb.  24,  1831 
Manh  16,  1832 
Feb.  17,  1S34 

do 
Dec.  16.  1819 
Jan.  12,  1825 
March  9,  18t?5 
Feb.  27,   1827 


Horace  E.  Spcncrr 
Horace  Frizelle 
Calvin  Cowley 
William  Rose 
Benjamin  Miller 
Rufua  Daggett 
Hoziel  Howland 
Theodorus  Larri^n 
Josephus  Clark 
Daniel  Lamb 
Itiaac  L.  Doivey 
John  Cochran 
Ebcnczcr  Ripley, 
John  Grav 
Thomas  Dyer 
John  S^hafTer 
Thomas  Putnam 
Rufus  Smith 
Martiu  Bobinson 
Lanson  Miller 
Solon   Richardri 
William  Hill 
Simeon  Houghton 
\  Levi  J.  Nichola 
!  Stephen  Babcock 
I  John  C.  Whiltaker 
I  Grastud  W.  Derow 
Charles  S.  Spencrr 
Lewia  Meadn 
Clirk  Stillwell 
John  Marvin 
Alfred  Ripley 
Evan  Hanis 


UNION  COUNTY. 


>farch  20,  1813 

do 
Nov.  10,1813 
Dec.  10,  1813 
J-n.  1.  1820 
Dec.  U,  1823 
April  IT,  1827 
April  20,  1829 

do 
Scpl-  3,  1834 
Feb.  2,  1835 
Nov.  18,  1835 
July  14,  1817 
June  3,  1819 
March  26,  1821 
June,  4,  1821 
Nov.  18,  1823 
June  22,  1825 
Nov.  23,  1827 
Jan.  2,  1829 
Dec.  7,  1829 
May  17,  1832 
Jan.  1 1,  1833 


April  4, 1833 
Aril  8, 1633 
March  26, 1835 
March  15,  1813 
Feb.  7, 1626 
April  20, 1829 

do 
June  14,  1832 
April  6, 1885 
March  15,  1613 
April  4,  1822 
Doc.  1,  1824 
Doc.  2,  1824 
March  9,  1825 
March  27, 1827 
Oct.  6, 1829 
March  1,  1830 
April  1,1831 
June  14,  1832 
Dec.  2, 1834 
April  6, 1635 
April  20, 1635 
March  23,  1836 
June  9,  1836 
Juno  20, 1836 
Dec.  10,  1836 
Feb.  13, 1836 
Sept  19,  1886 
Nov.  8,  1836 
March  31,  1836 
June  9, 1836 

do 
Jan.  24,  1827 


iFiaac  June* 
Snmucl  Rau^h 
Henry  Noll 
Frederick  Gutp'ius 
Henry  Yearick 
Samuel  Haupt 
Jolm  Glover  jr. 
Henry  Stnibble 
Robert  fi.  H.  H.iyw 
James  Af addon 
Samuel  Geddin 
Peter  H.  Hawk 
Robert  Foster 
Michael  Raihfon 
John  Reifijuydor 
Jacob  German 
Valentine  Haas 
Henry  Hcrold 
Simon  Snyder 
Jacob  J.  Morr 
John  Lenig 
John  Baifllerr 
John  Peter  Htckenbefg 


March  27,  1835 
Dec.  1,  1835 
Doc.  9,  ISib 
Xov.   11,1614 
March  26,  1813 
Oct  4,  1821 
March  21,  1622 
April  14,  1826 
March  21, 1629 
Feb.  24, 1831 
August  2,  1831 
Nov.  4,  1635 
Dec  1,  1635 
March  16,  1619 
June  3,  1619 
March  29,  1822 
Sept  23,  1622 
April  14,  1626 
Feb.  3.  1629 
Mar  31,  1631 
Apnl  20,  1635 
Miiy  17,  1619 
Dec.  6, 1898 


»7t    ■ 

Malbtw  Breirrr 
Inac  Hotteailinr 
AnuM  fitioh 
John  Emmeu 

A  ndrow  M'  Lcnsh  j  n 
John  Ratick 
Jacob  M'Curly 
Gwirge  Ctingaii 

WiDiun  Kin  near 
John  Broadroot 
John  W.  Ho<* 
AuoD  M'Kiuick 
John  Onhun 
JohoG.M'Ouire 
Jimei  Adami 
AlexaniliT  M'CaJmo'nl 
Willttm  W.  Connolly 
WilluD  Crawionl 
Robert  MilciiFll 
■VVilllwn  HovU 
John  M'Cltrron 
Robert  CrBwroiil  jun. 
Thomu  Betiril 
Ab'»hiniWithcni|- 
3uiiban  Manlfl 
John  L.  Porter 
Benjamin  Junkin 
Daniel  Drlo 
John  H.  Grorc 
John  Shannon  jnn, 
Daniel  Smhh 


Danict  Jsckioa 
Lalhiop  8.  Punnlfp 
John  Aiulrovrs 
Frederick  MUfh 
HiraiQ  GUnun 
Hiram  8,  Ncwnuii 

William  Pier 

<.:»Ieb  Thompson 
Gitmin  Mi-mll 
Martin  Recac 
Samuil  Wiltiamion 
Sewall  Piiher 
Joiutban  Manh 

Jobii  Camp 


Daniel  PaloMr 
MaUhen  Me  Ntiy 
DaTidQnalT 
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Dec  1(1,  1823 
Mitrch  IS,  1828 
Ma;  G,  1830 
Mairh  M,  1S3S 
May  30,  1817 
Feb.  3,  less 


Dtvid  Schwenk 


U^nid  Bellmdn 
Andratt  Glovir 
Jowph  !4chnDe 
"         H»ckrnherg  M 


Dec.  19,  1829 

VENANGO  COI'NTV 
Dec.  34,  IBI6      I  John  Livini 
Feb.  17,  1SI3 
Jnlv  S3,  1S3I 
July  30,  1833 
Feb.  3. 1B34 
Feb.  ll,183i 
March  13,  IS3( 
.  June  15, I83S 
Hept.  8,  1835 
April  9.  1810 
March  34,  1817 
Not'.  16,1629 


March  3fl,  183S 
Feb.  3, 1814 
Dec  16, 1833 
»e[)t  IS.  I8S4 
March  I,  1837 
OcLZi,  1637 
April  £3,  I8SS 
July  U,  1839 
.\ov.  16,  1839 


John  Fctterman 
John  Wilaon 
John  Lambertun 
Rii-hard  Haiuillou 
Jamei  Irwin 
Jimei  Hulet 
Jamei  Alton  Jrr 
Heniy  McCalmont 
Aaron  Benedict 
'I'honiBs  Thonpiuin 
AU^iBnilor  tioleman 
.SainucI  Zink 
Itub^Tt  Wolaoii 
Abraham  G,  Sivctly 
Prist  Smith 
GwrRc  B.Hamilton 
J,Niioa  WslliGlon 
CharlsH  Holrnian 
W.  Rajm, 


"■ill 


inicljy 


■  Hiighf 
Andrew  Fleming 
WARREN  COUNTV 
July  t,  1809 
May  30, 1817 
Jan.  13,  I8S0 


Match  SD,  1 631 
July  16,  1633 
Dec.  10,  1633 
March  Ifi,  163S 
April  3,  1828 
.May  13,  1830 
Aug.  1,  1831 
Feb.  1,  1633 
April  15,1833 
Not.  38,  IS34 
Fi^.  13,  1835 


■Samuel  MiC.w 
DiinielHom 
William  Siggin. 
EliJ.h  Smith 
.Inthun  Ki''liard»n 


Will 


n  Jactiiuiu. 


kH.MiII. 
nFiih 


John  Hambli 
Cortei  V.  Kinnev 
E  tenner  Aiken 
Henry  G.  Sitgeni 
Janifa  VanWkcnhurg 
Kohcn  Campbell 
Mark  S.  While 
WASHINGTON  COUNTY 


Feb.  8, 18 13 
Jan. I,  1817 
May  7, 181B 
Dec  14, 1830 
Jan.  31,  1833 
Dec  30,  1635 
Jan.  33,  1838 


J^meFM;:Dowcll 
Dickerion  Roberts 
Archibald  Ktn 
John  McMUlan 
William  Reed 
Jamea  Alliaoa 


June  7.  IS3« 
Feb.  3,  IS3S 
March  37,  1637 
March  93,  1836 
Match  8,1887 
March  37, 1637 
June  7,  IB3S 
Jtme  6,  1836 

Dec  7, 1836 
Feb.  S3, 1809 
March  24.  1817 
July  4, 1818 
April  33,  lets 
JuneSS,  1830 
April  34,  1834 
June  10,  IBS: 
April  S3, 1833 
Dee.  9,  1833 
Feb.  9.  IBIO 
April  7.  I8S8 
April  33, 1639 
.\oT.  16,  t8S9 
June  13,1633 
.<prit  1,  1631 
Jan.  14,  1334 
Jan.  13,  1836 
Feb.  14.  I83S 
Aagnil  39, 1836 
Jin.  SO,  1837 
March  13,  1831 
Jan.  36  1637 

June  36,  IdSS 
Dec  10,  1833 
Feb.  IS,  ieS7 
April  6,  1830 
Aug.  1,  1831 
Not.  14,  1833 
Jan.  33,  1833 
Much  16,  :B33 
Feb.  36,  1634 
April  36,  1036 
Nov.  18,1836 
Ha;  19,  1836 
Not.  18,  1836 
Jan.  IB,  1837 
do,         dOL 


May  10.  1830 
May  8,  1633 
Not.  14,  ISSS 
.March  3,  1B09 
Jhi.3I,1BI4 

do 
April  ^Ittl 
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Jamrs  Brnwnlia 
!*•  lar  Ho  *jr  ns 
J<»  I?;  h  MrKre 
l\;'fiori    \!r('rri.tlv 
Davilljov,! 
M-.lli  w  U,  Aclus.-.n 
Wi  li.im  Al  CI  .ill 
C5t  orjr  P.;:mini.T 
\Vi'Ii:iiii    Utv 
DivMT.    AnIi'T 
'fhijoias  M  K"vrr  jun. 

,I»|riif     M    F-tililcil 

Ja  I  c  i  L  V 

>a  1)111  Pu-tcrs3!i 

.f:i')i  rf  D  naliDO 

J>it|  C'  1*  .  U    iKif 
R    l»'H    I'lllL'IMOll 

jaim*   Ij  ivii 
J  .m.ii  Mi-Far.T.'i 
1  ii.».'u.i^  B  .'i:  r  jr. 
Eiiwiiil  .\K  D  n  .  (1 
Ui'MJ.tiiii.i  li  !):;tit 
D.t>itl  Mil.i  r 
Ar.lii  .il     Hunter 
1'  H  iifz.jr  BinT 
W.lla.i  K.R.I.b 
Alexan.iiT  KMd 

Joilii   \\  U  fiO.I 

Jo  iH  U'ti't ; 

Hijlain    l*<rry 
John  VVIiiiejf. 

H  ill  III!   V  o  m.irv 
JaniPs  Moore 
Jt-.i  in.  Ill  l^iii  irv 
J  'lia    Mor^:iii 
UacidHiv 
H  nr.   M-Afei 
J.ir;:c  .  G  r.l..ii 

Jullil    IJOIVO  S 

V*  ;^^l^;,.i»t  -i  Paikin-jo.i 
Cn  H  b  P.i  !i|K 
Kiijuh  lowusvitl 
fcJli  »:»!»  7z  r   Bcnliy  jr. 
l:^fii>  1)  Wri^ii! 
D.»iiu'l    Da  ru!i 
Grorgj  Mi-tii  loriy 
J  a    f.-i    Mi'CJnw 
h  jjab  hiri'i  I,* 
Scriii  Bi.tHnuUn 
i  a.k<r  S.-ui> 


Ju-v2  4.  l!=-31        iSani^oI  Hil 
O.f.  \:y  1h:'5         '  AnorvWtJrr^r^ 
Nov.  18.   ia;55      ;.Ios.;ih  Mil!.- 
AiMil  1,  1811        !  (msm-c  MrFirl.mil 
Au-u«t  "2:^   ISir;    Cn-rrg- P..^^5?nI.lIl■ 
Nmv.  I,  \A\:]        jJ.inicsR  iii'v 

Sjii's  J I  n7z.ir  IJrn^Iy 
.  Jam  H  S.ii  th 


Mnv  1'),  [M^ 
Ji.iii*  13.   18-^2 
Msirrli  r..  is  :? 
J).c  8.   1<'J3 
.lulv  ::.   I.s-J! 

:M..'r  II  .T  iscr. 

Ort.  CD    18.:9 
-Wiv.  18.    Is  J) 

<lo 
Nov.  18.   1835 

(U 
M:r(!i  U.  18 J9 
Die.  5.  1818 

d.) 


J  J  -lui  iSow.'i- 

I  .1  •  w  1)  iim  »:irtnLr 

:  lih  I  Whi  tf 

j  IJo  ,r  giitil 

'  K|jiirui»si  Ij  Ij'a'nL» 
Jo!)  t  M  D.ivtj 
Je  s  •  C'u  »iH*i- 
J<^!)ii  Fr  ci:i:»i 
\V  1 1  ltd  ho[)!vii)s 
Joiiit'.hiti  Cfu  )!e 

!  Wili.M  .Mi-Elrov 


Au.^u-i  'ZX  1821  '  J.ii.as  Cuiitlii 
Jui.c  10    18:2     ]  Wijii.iiti  (lail.in 
Au.li.si  1  >,   ]H.'^  ;  Jo. Ill  (,'jt.n»r 
Dc.S    18::3 


.M.r.-u  11.  lS2i 
F  Ik  4.  182-3 
(;ci.-,:lM8J8 
A\tA'3   18:33 
Nov.  18.  1835 
.A,  r.i  14,  tbUJ 


'  Wiii.'.ini  l.i  ii!ly 

,  I^iii-^  Hi!.:hrs 

I 

I  V\  iil  ,111)  L'ri':it'rnrt 

DiViaP  Hiiliiw.iy 
■  j'li.Mii.i^  V  II  luni 
iD.^i.l  J  Eva  .8 


1  ^1  tc  M  lye.'d 
Ma.-,  li  21,  1810    !  J  w  i»li  AU-xaiiilcr 
Da;  ]^.  l8U'i         I  I'iM.I  VV  iiiicr 

I  'I'iMiii.is  Mi!ii*r 


Ap.'ii  n.  La  J 
J  .11  •>  1 -<•:;•> 

Apil  14, 18iy 
Ja   .   i  i,  i^.)^ 

Oct.  m.  183: 

M.is  21    \<H 
J  .II"  I  (••  l:>  :> 
\hv.  'i.    IMl 
J  .11.  D)    ISIU 
Dr.  13,  is2i) 
.Mil  rliUl.  1823 
\U\:  8.  182:< 
F.-  ..  18    1830 
Oiv.    It).  1830 
^ov.  17.  IH'IO 
l)r,-.  2.  l.'-ai 
N  .V   18    1835 
i:-r.7.  1835 
Jan  23    IS  19 


.'••.■*.r    I  CI  .ir 

J  icoli  McV.iy 
N.t  I  I.I  li*.'  »oy'cllor 

\W\  :n:lc.  rrjxit'r 
'  Ji.<hi)  U-a  n> 
i  till  lip  r  y  Blik?v\ay 

David  Pal.  11 

VV.IIimi  .M  .Vl  urc 

.1  >lu)  iSini.h 
'  ]']  .-.  iii-z  T  K  !»:» 
I  Wi:liam  McCli-  la.ul 
I  Jolii)  (  leiiieiH 

Jaiiii  Kniiie  lyjr 

Joliii  iSiinnit'U 

M'l'^v^  lie; ill  ii;tori 

An  Iri'w  B»w«:r 

Luilirr  D  '.y 

J.iiii.'i  Nolilo 


May  26.   1819 

VVAYxNE  COUNTY. 


Abrnham  J  .Srvkcr 
Djiiifi  Kipi  \e. 
Je.-;pe  G  KHiv>'.n 
Eiio«  Woi.i! vv.il d 
John  Fo(»es 
AoiDi  PfUj 

VOL.  HI. 


FeMl.1817 
.M;iic!»  2',  1823 
Mas  2^.  I8:r2 
Moy  5.  I8:i4 
Doc.  20.  1809 
June  30,  1817 

u3 


I  Hc.iry  .Avfry 

I  K  chard  L  uicaster 

W.J  roll  J m  Day 
«  J  hn  .Mt'Info  h 
'  .Muses  Mi  ler 
I  David  8  West 


Mirch  6.  1826 
Ai'rilCO,  1829 
A|r.l2'l.  1P31 
Airi!  !,  Hy.*) 
Nov.  18.  183."} 
J;iii.  18. 1813 
Fi-!'.  8.  1819 
Dtr.  13,  1820 
M.IV  3.1,1831  J 
Div. 10, 1813 
Jan.  23.  1818 
J..lvl.  1817 
MiVrli  6.  1823 
A)  r.i    12,    1827 
A.M.  3,  18:8 
Ap.il  20,  1S2) 
Jill.  2).   1834 
J.I  .  -.4   18  i4 
A,  111  21.1834 
Jjii.  lt>.  183.) 
Dc.  20.  1813 
Die  2  M8 18 
D.v.S,  1H23 
.Mirili  H.  H2t 
M.inM  7    182  j 
Oci.  2.  1832 
M  icli2J,  1833 
Mi.y  18.1833 
Jj..el3  1831 
J.ily  13.  1811 
.Mar.-ii  26,  1817 
Hipf.20,  1819 
Ap.  I  4  1822 
Ai),Mi.i  n,  1827 

d« 
April  2*   1834 
Dec.  9.  1831 

do 
M)v6,  IS35 

dl 

Junr  7.  1836 
Dir.  17    H36 
Miirii  28.  Ii8«7 
MiF  11  1).  1836 
Mircli  18    1836 
Jnni*  1,1833 
Nov.  1.18JG 
(IiM.  17,1836 
Au.;u  t   I  1.  183G 
M.i.rli  15   l8dJ 
Fei..  18, 1337 


March  «%  1818 
March  21,  IMS 
J  ily!2.  1994 
DiT.«.  I83ft 
=^nt.7.  1816 
D«c.  20, 181^ 
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Henry  D  ^^'illi  iras 
HiMiry  W.  8  one 
J.iin  ■  Mulf  Til 
Chrictop'ier  P  Tu'lintin 
RttiHun  F  VV  heeler 
Tuman  Wh.'fLr 
Da«uJ  Bu  inell 
ThonuiK  8,Migeiiburg 
8et:i  YhU 
MiHea  ry:er 
N  th  m  Skinner 
Pope  Builme.l 
J>^\\d  'J'arlHix 


Siinttel  Moorchc  u1 
E,ihi  'im  £  Koliins  ih 
UeiuiieC:  Minor 
SannDt*!  Sfcott 
Thoous  (^li:innon 
WillUm  T.  BuM.id^e 
John  Horrp.l 
John  Crumin 
Jamni  McL  line 
William  'J'hi>mp3on 
John  CtfinpbcU 
Peter  Gray 
Matthew  McKeever 
Riihert  Riddle 
Jacob  D  ble 
J.ibn  MrQ'iaid 
Jiihn  Larlmore 
William  Greer 
John  M.  liiiird 
John  Clark 
John  Caldwell 
William  Little 
Jaiiiiaon  Hendricks 
Jamea  McKelvey 
Jamea  Horreli 
John  Covo;le 
Jiihn  McForland 
Willi  im  Dripptf 
John  Miiorbead 
John  Flocgar 
John  Welsh 
George  Machlin 
Alexander  Johnson 
John  Shruin 
Henry  G.  Spayth 
Andrew  Fulton 
William  McKinncy 
Abraham  Xiswandrr 
Koberl  Montgomery 
J|ainea  Irnin 
Andrew  Beyerly 
John  GufTy 
Hamuel  McGrew 
Williani  Logjn 
Jaeob  B^erJy,  Jr. 


Dec.  23. 1828 
Ju  0  6,  H*29 
Jan.  2  J.  1831 
M.r-h2iM833 
Apr  14,  1^3t 
l)tr.  10.  1833 
Apr  I  8.  1816 
0.1.8.  H17 
Mar.li  23,  1823 
Fvl..26,1824 

d> 
Jjl-  2. 1SS4 
OiL  2,  1829 

WESTMORELAND  COUNTY 


Ri.  h  inl  L  S  ely 

et»*r  VV'uotz 
Lu  ius  U  II  ni 
CliMit'zer  Kl.ig«ba''y 
No  .h  Ro  ^.-r-* 
Gei  g^e  Good  ich 
Wi  l.a:n  K  Cjggini 
R  dpti  Cn*(i 
Plinny  Aiuzzy 
Ansiin  Chi:t  Miden 
Cii'orgj*  Wflsh 
Wtlii..mL  Applcy 


Mirb7.  1332 
MHr.h4,  ISSi 
Nov.  1.  ls34 
Fe\2t.  18)6 
Ma.rhSg   1836 
March  31,  1836 
Vvc  16.  1886 
M.IV  31 .  1  f^6 
Jurie  16.  1836 
April  3.  1837 
April  19.  1817 
ApriiSO,  1887 


Fell  1.1814 
SciitS.  1816 
Jan.  24.  1825 
8i>|)t12, 1835 
Dec  13,    1831 
June  II,    1832    ■ 
F.b.6,  1833 
Dec.  7,  18  5  ' 
Fell.  13,   1811 
M.iy  1,  1819 
Nov.  30.  1829 
Aug.  29.  1831 
Oct.  21,   1822 
March  27,  1824 
Feb.  2, 1833 
March  8.  1833 
Feb.  4,  1834 
Dec.  17,  1831 
Dec.  7,  1835 
April  9,  1817 
Jan.  7,  I '20 
MirchSl.  1823 
Nov.  28.  1823 
March  27,    1824 
Oct.  2,  1827 
March  14,  1832 
April  13,  1835 
Nov.  18,  1815 
Ni>v.  27,  1885 
March  24,    1821 
Dec.  13,  1821 

do 
Oct.  24,  1822 
May  5,   1824 
Jan. 14,  1826 
Feb.  6.  1836 
Jan.  20.  1829 
Dec.  14,  1829 
Feb.  5,  1830 
.March  8,  1815 
March  17,  1809 
OcL   7,  1823 
Nov.  24,  1823 
Nov.  30,  1829 

do 


John  Braben 

Gifl,»cr  Tnrr 

Phi  ip  \{  a'^an 

Henrv  Fu  ton 

Jnaeph  8t likely 

Jo  M\  Viince 

Jiihn  E.  Fleming 

John  B.  'I'air 

Patrick  Jack 

Joscp!}  Smith 

B<*iijaniin  Miller 

S.imuerH.  Montgomery 

Chariea  Fulwood 

John  McGiimia 

Samuel  Wukefield 

l*homaM  I«aiti 

Maiiaf  Hh  Reeves 
I  Hugh  Wright 

Willinm  Bpazeljr. 

David  R.vall 

John  S.  .\dair 

Thoma<  Bigham 

Roliert  Rrtiney 

James  Ti  tie 

Thnmns  Wilson 

Andrew  Love 

John  Morris.m 

James  Kcenan 
I  John  Welty 

Hu<;h  Jamison 

John  Kay  lor 

James  Toner 
j  James  (.*.  Kelly 
I  Daniel  McRowcn 

John  Gwinn 

George  Dugan 

Alexander  Thompson 

George  F.  Crawford 

William  Kennedy 

John  Reiil 

Thomas  Myler 

George  W.  Martin 

James  Scott 

Uolieit  Dotv 

David  Baldridgf 


June  3,  18^ 
Ma>ch  25  1813 
l-eb.  1,  1814 
Ma  ch  7.  1823 
Dec.  13,  1828 
Ap:illl,  IH26 
M.y  31,  1825 
April  33.  1889 
Jan.  17,  1831 
April  3.  1833 
April  23,  1884 
Jan.  28,  1835 
Aaguat   17,  1813 
March  30,  1831 
Dec.  10»  1839 
Dec.  7,  1835 
Oct  7»  1833 
Jan.  8,  18;:6 
Jan.   14.  1826 
Feb  2),  1S37 
Jan.  21,  1818 
May  17,  Lrtl9 
Dec  13,  1881 
Sept.  11,1837 
April  14,  1828 
Mareh  9,  1823 
July  S.  1834 
Jan.  13,  1835 
Fell.  C,  1838 
Nov.  20,  1838 
Fell.  37, 1833 
Jim.  32,  1835 
Nov.  9,  1835 
May  84,  1817 
July  3,  1881 
Dec  18,  1833 
April  18,  1829 
Dec  15,  1831 
June  1 1,  1633 
MareUS,  1633 
March  13,  1835 
Maich   33,  1835 

do 
March  81 .  1636 
Dae.  9.  I8J6 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENnON.  1887. 


47ft 


Robtrt  T^itlMr 
Jo-teph  Moirbeid 
Hugh  M.  i<kileff 
'Wiiliau  Runuey 

Daniel  Ifeckr^rt 
Chartft  F.  Fisher 
Mdrtin  Uoyer 
Liewi*  Slii^A 
PeiiicMe  Kobinfon 
Phili|i  dymier 
Gi*ofge  Kleinftflter 
j4Cob  9iU 
George  Luuinan 
Anthony  Kni<«iy 
Zftchariah  t:)|jen^Ier 
Benjamin  LtiniuH 
Jacoii  Ekhelbcrger 
John  Maul 
John  A.  Wilson 
Benjumin  Zf  ig'.er 
John  M'Cunly 
Jacob  Cl.Hiier 
Thomas  M' A  leer 
Francis  M'Dermott 
Jacob  Grim 
David  8hullze 
Michael  Ijechiier 
Michael  Bucknerjr. 
Peier  Ovi  nicer 
Luther  H.  Skinner 
Ge  irge  Pr\  singer 
Willum  D.  tiol>recht 
Benjamin  WeUh 
Gi^r^e  Buwersox 
George  i'ni 
MilU  Hays 
Gejrge  .'\shton 
Hi'ory  Etter 
Jubn  C  Greoom 
John  TliompMn 
John  G.  Keister 
Jjm*^  Nichuls 
Jacob  biiiith 
Joseph  M*Creary 
Haiiaiiiali  Moore 
John  8  eel 
John  Lane 
Hugh  JANig 
Sumuol  Nelsion 
Andrew  Cia.kson 
Hugh  R4M8 
William  Reed 
Preilerick  Herman 
Jacob  diickel 
Jt'iten  Ha  nersly 
William  Koss 
John  8.  Sm  th 
Abraham  Ghffithi  jr, 
;oh|»  H,  MuU 


April  2S.  1838 
Jan.  7,  1836 
Au^  26,  1836 
8e^t.  17.  )8:)6 


S.imual  H.  D.ily 
A I  '!ia'iiK»r  Rm 
B^njamn  By  the 
J  laeph  Elder 


YORK  COIJ.X'JT. 


May  15.181ft 
Dec,  17,  lhl9 
Nov.  I,  1820 
July  7,1821 
Oct.  31,  1821 
M^rch  10.  1823 
D<>c.  9.  1823 
D^.  12, 1823 
Nov.  10.  1829 
March  26,  1824 
August  25.  1828 
Dfc.  10,  1829 
Dec.  14.  1829 
AugU4l  12,  1831 
Jan.  23  1832 
Feb.  25,  1833 
Feb.  19,  1835 
Oct.  23,  1835 

do 
Nov.  9,  183.1 
Nov,  14,  1835 
Dec.  18,  1816 
Fob.  28.  1819 
Nov.  27,  1823 
May  5,  18;i4 
Oct.  20,  1825 
Ojt.  m,  1825 
Nov  20  1833 
Nov.  27,  1835 
Dec.  I,  1833 
Dec. 'J.  1835 
Auj;  13,  1517 
Jan.  7.  1820 
O.  I.  7,  1822 
Feb    7,  1825 
Ma(h3J,  1831 
Afiril  I,  1831 
April  24,  1833 

do 
Jan.  30,  1834 
May  20,  1835 
Ni»v.  4,  18:j5 
Jan.  11,  1816 
Feb.  4.  1818 
D.c.  11,  1820 
April  1,  1822 
March  31,  1823 
Die  1.  1835 
March  28,  1811 
Dec.  9,  1823 
Dec.  14, 1>25 
Match  5,  1830 
May  23.  1^33 
Fob.  27, 1834 
Apr4  :iO,  lfei35 


Divi.l  Mver 

VVil.i.im  'McMu!len 

P,t<T  W  .Ifa-rt 

Hu.(h  O'Hail 

.\firt.e.v  Blirk 

Hu^h  MfMullen 

Diiiiiel  Daily 

'i'hoin  IS  G  » 'frey 

James  O'Ha.l 

Piter  ai.lle 

JoabU'i  Hendricks 

Jhcod  R  t-ir:»ck 

Heniy  Snyder 

Jacob  N.  Hildcbmml 

Freder'ck  Bahn 

J«ibn  PcJrick 

Grah-ain  MH^amant 

Daniel  I^eese 

G(*orge  Fi"«her 

Jflferson  Dr.ml 

J:ico!)  Di'hoir 

Henry  Sluver 

William  Caldwell 

Jonii  M*Creary.  jr. 

Riws  Bull 

John  Becker 

Willi  iin  8.  Picking 

Hrnry  Myer 

Jacib  £riii»C 

Hcnrv  Buse 

John  Qu'ckle 

Adam  Wolf 

John  We>er 

J.ico!i  Sm>  si^r 

Charles  Bishop 

Jo'inStible  ' 

Antiony  Di^senbcri^ 

Samuel  C.  B  jnham 

John  Rwvser 

Malthia.4  B  iker 

Jo-M'('h  Wcl>han« 

William  WiUin 

William  White 

Samuc!  J  ihnson 
;'  Jacob  F  ies 

Joliti  Ru!>y 

.\dam  P  lu'os 

Go.irge  AdJi^ 
i  Samuel  Lindes 

Somufl  Kt'l  er  jr. 

Jolin  Smith 

Adsini  Eliaugd 
Henry  Fulton 

8  imprton  Smith  jr. 

Juhn  M^nihtltl 


Ap  n  1,   1829 
Anr  4.  1836 
Nov.  19,  1838 

Mirch  n.  1813 
Jan.  9.  1816 
March  15.  I8S0 
April  I,  1822 

do 
Dec.  5, 1823 
June  19.  1827 
Sept.  21,  1829 
July  15.  1831 
Nov.  4.  1835 
May  16.  1818 
June  10,  1823 
Si  pt  15.  1838 
M IV  8,  1833 
Jan.  16   18:)5 
Manb  18,  1817 
March  21.  1831 
May  28.  1828 
Feb.  2?,  18  W 
Fel«.  25.  1833 
Mircb  21.  1834 
Feb.  15.1809 
Jan.  20.  1814 
J.inelO.  1823 
Dec.  9,  1828 
Jan.  10,  1835 
Mirch    19,  1836 
July  11,1809 
Junp.  11.  1810 
April  4,  18'» 
Dec.  19.  1809 
March  24   1817 
April  2.  1818 
Jun>  12,  1H33 
Mirch  26,  18 U 
Jan.  17,1827 
Ft  b.  6,  1833 
Ml  ch  25,  1883 
Jan.  10.  1836 
March  13.  1809 
March  29  1813 
March  2.  1818 
Manh  23,  1831 
March  26,  1834 

do 
Feb.  35. 1838 
August  3,  1829 
Juie  7,  1830 
July  18. 1834 
D.-C.  1.  1835 
Angu't  16.  1931 
Feb.  6, 1831 
Feb.  11,1834 
April 22,  IH34 
Nov.  li,  1895 
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Pamuci  Jonnlca 
JiniCR   Wison 
Jqmp-  Joli-  B'oi 
W.l  ir\Mi  ('(nilatnn 
J  N<ip!)  J  iiru*s 
J.nni  3  I  oni'^^y 
J  fOf:h  U.  r.ii.  t» 
Tiomr.'*  Urn  Irr.-on 

J  irii!>  >liive 
William  ^'u\  i  n 
Hvtiry  Mvtri 


Jin  21.  1818 
Mirch  1,1833 
D;v.9  1823 
M  .n  h  tii.  1  <'2\ 
?/a  cli5. 1»»:^0 
A|rl4.  lr:31 
»M).  20  ir>:M 
.Nov.  M  IS3'> 
M  r.h5.  ki-J6 
Fr'.>.  2  1836 
MaicU  5, 1636 


.'?8'0  Bryn 
»5  imiirl  K('iit»T 
Oi'Orj;'  Kill  :h 
.I'Tcnii.ilj  M.  Vnunj 
Ji>ri»'i  I"'«  ie  »r 
Ji?:-. •:»>«.  IJ'.-.r 
.!  I'M  A  li.  Mciiou^h 
»*■  anil  i  {.'ro  H 
'!':(»  I  U   M  :  n 
'•*ic'l;u1  1^1  iby 
P;i  lip  Sclii.cidcr 
Jt'bC|!i  Wel.b 


Jan.  1<*.  1836 
MirchS.  1836   > 
MaT:i29.  U-36 
J. MO  11.  1   38 
Frh2'l    19i^7 
(Vt.  20.  13:^6 
.Tu"  .7.  1S3J 
M  :ili    ly   1S3G 
.\:aKi»26.  I80J 

1!.) 
Marfh23    IH36 
>'uv.  9,  1836 
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ALDERMEN. 

C1TT    OF    PITrSBVUr?. 


M  it!h«»w  ^.  Lntvry 

Rv>S'.t  Oiir'M'y 

M  ijfiii;  M.  .\l  trray 

C    1   irl-  :  V.l  I   B   t.lt|:lt)r!»t 

D-andS.  S     ly 
Ca  il  fi  il.  I  rje.l 

S  rnuel  r^nle 

D.r»?i»l  Ml  fc 

J;>:m  M  I'll  .1  (Miy)r) 

G^tirg'  B  irtrarn 
8  ima  I  1^  mI  mr 
p.iti-  CLris  an 
Juj;tp!i  \\  dUon 
Ju.'iii  3  niiH 
Wi  tin  I II  Mil.ior 
AnJretv  'Jeycr 


Jo  .n  R.  WuTior 
John  Coimri 
Mchi'l  Arilresi 
JuUo  M.  Cannon 


July  23,  18«9 
Mir-:i3l.  182) 
M  inh  8.  1621 
Aii&r  HI  3,  '6'Z^ 
D;v.  1,  1825 
July  21,  IHZJ 


'  Wil  i  im  ?^tp1« 
Srn  b!   Pet  ijfcw 
PViur'N  B  icy 
Le  "nirl   "^.  J  I'ln* 
Paviil  Dr'.iui'ii 
(ic  »r^;'«  A'  .is.Mi 


crrv  OF  i.ANUAsi'E :, 

Ap  i'  !G,  I.^IS      I  .lii  He<C  imerfin 
.lu'v  1.M,  182.» 


IMuv.  1.:.  1828 


Ge  'r^o  M.ias.T 
Wtirra.iiFnk 
F.rde  ick  llunli.ight 


CITY  OF  PHILADEI.PHIA. 
AiriJJO.  H13  Jo  c|)li  Gurili-n 


Ju'y  21.  1815 
>'  ar-h  4.  1818 
Apiii  2)   IK22 
l)«'i'.  3.  1622 
J  I.;.  7,1831 
April  30   1SI»9 


'lM>.iiiii4  MiK<'an 
J:)n  lib  in  K.  Hassiager 
Pfier  lliiv 
'  Samuel  H  iiitzeliiun 
J  )!ui  R.  Vii.l:»CS 
UiviJ  s.  H  s  inscr 


PniLADELPHIA  COUiNTY. 
foiit;i::  no  ithkbn  lib  .btieh. 


Jan.  10,  13  JO 
Jan.  29,  1833 

do 
July  16,  1S30 
April  15,  1634 


Frederick  WoUcrt 
MorJiTiii  Y.  Bry;inl 
J<  hii  Giiodinan  Sdii. 
Nathan  liarper 


Jnlv  2^18'59 

f*.  •».  n  1  m 

Jim     I    I  s.i) 
Ap.:'  H.  \VA 
.N.»v. 'r>    J3J.> 
April  i;,  1-J3/ 

Apr!  C,  1823 
F  li.23.  1.S31 
Fcl).  11.  1S33 
d.i 

J  in.  12   n3,) 
Julv  iI5,  1 831 
.%..v.  16    \<'.2 
Af)  .1   15.  H31 
j\ov.  25,  1S:5 
Dell.  18^5 
Dec.  12,  IS35 


Anril  15   1834 
Ap  il    17,   1833. 
Jan.  7,  1833 
do 


Rihert  L.  Lotichea.l 
Gjorge  Wcite.ibwTger 


WniiaTi  H.  HooJ 
Jiibn  Th  iMip  on 
KbhirJ  Ren  h»'v 
Hea.y  AiaiKleifiJd 


r.iaTilE  TJISnilCT  COMPOaED  or  MOYAMK^SINO   AMD  FASSirVR' 

Jan.  29,  1833        ,  Andrew  Hintrn  Jan.  7, 1333 

d)  I  Jams  li.ie.v  jr.  d^ 

FOR  THE    irPTniCT  OF  S4»CTHWAUK. 

Jm.  23.  18  J3       I  J  .l)n  Oikfo/d 
J  n.  7,  18  i3  Joh  I  J  •hnsim 


Duvid  Snyder 
]ya.ir  Boil(*4U 
Hugh  Clwk 

FrooTi  »n  Sr-itt 
John  L.  W  If 
Clurit:8  cktaJcT 


do  W'liia.n  F.  Hughes 

N.)v.  12,  1R33 

»ou  rnr.   i.isTiiirr  of  KE\siNUTr»N. 

J,:ri.  29.  1<^33        ;  Wilii:iin  fJ.  Mo.l 
J.n.  7,  l.'^33         jiSamuel  VVcyant 

do  I 

roil  TUK    Tl'SlRiCr  OK  SlMllNr;   (;.\RI)L.\. 

Jan.  i9  1S;>J       i  MorUiii  .M'Mioh'.cl 

i!o  I  Maiim  Vv'.  Alexuidir 

J.m.  7,  1833        ! 


rcf.  7. 1835 
Ma  cli  2i,  1836 
Ocu::G,  1356 


Do.  7.  ISl'j 
Div.   y,  H36 


Jnn.  7.  1833 
Jaii--30,  1833 
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RROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES* 


B. 

A  table  exhibiting  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  appointed  bi/  each 
of  the  following  named  Executives^  viz :  Snyder^  Ftndlay^  hie^rr, 
S'ttfef,  fi'olf  and  Jfifner,  in  the  sceral  counties  of  t  is  Common' 
wealth,  and  the  aggregate  in  each  county,  and  in  the  State. 


C0UNTIE8- 

Snyder. 

1 

Findlaj. 

U  tester. 

8hulze. 

Wolf. 

Ritner. 

ToiiL 

Adams, 

6 

8 

12 

14 

21 

12 

67 

Allegheny,    • 

21 

6 

0 

27 

44 

12 

118 

Aimstrong,    • 

8 

6 

6 

18 

18 

9 

58 

Beaver, 

12 

8 

9 

H   . 

34 

7 

76 

Bedford, 

12 

9 

11 

18 

29 

6 

84 

Berks,  - 

8 

12 

27 

31 

56 

9 

143 

Bradford, 

14 

10 

4 

22 

32 

8 

90 

Burks, 

10 

4 

18 

15 

31 

13 

86 

Butler, 

13 

6 

3 

20 

19 

9 

70 

Cambria, 

1 

3 

6 

3 

10 

7 

29 

Centre, 

3 

6 

17 

21 

21 

1 

69 

Chester, 

15 

0 

14 

24 

24 

2 

85 

Clearfield,     - 

0 

1 

8 

10 

13 

3 

35 

Columbia, 

9 

8 

7 

9 

27 

'     6 

66 

<  -rawfonl. 

7 

8 

10 

12 

16 

9 

62 

Cumberland,  - 

0 

10 

27 

18 

26 

6 

96 

Dfluphin, 

4 

2 

14 

15 

21 

9 

65 

Delaware, 

4 

0 

3 

7 

8 

6 

28 

Eritj, 

4 

4 

7 

19 

26 

8 

68 

Fayette, 

18 

8 

6 

30 

21 

5 

78 

Franklin, 

9 

8 

26 

24 

24 

6 

97 

Greene, 

9 

8 

5 

11 

22 

4 

59 

Huntingdon,  • 

7 

6 

15 

13 

30 

18 

88 

Indiana. 

2 

0 

0 

7 

22 

9 

46 

JeflTerson, 

1 

1 

1 

1 

10 

5 

19 

Juniata, 

0 

0 

0 

0 

31 

5 

36 

Lancaster,     • 

12 

11 

27 

34 

34 

16 

184 

Lebanon, 

8 

4 

12 

15 

15 

4 

58* 

Lehigh, 

8 

1 

8 

9 

11 

5 

42 

Luzerne, 

4 

13 

10 

17 

36 

8 

88 

Lycoming,    • 

13 

5 

18 

16 

28 

5 

80 

McKean, 

1 

1 

2 

6 

7 

2 

19 

Mercer, 

11 

4 

7 

15 

24 

10 

71 

Mifflin, 

7 

b 

17 

13 

17 

2 

.61 

Monroe, 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

23 

23 

Montgomery, 

9 

10 

18 

22 

29 

4 

92 

Northampton, 

4 

9 

17 

21 

44 

8 

103 

Northumberlandt 

9 

6 

8 

12 

28 

4 

66 

Perry, 

0 

11 

10 

8 

16 

« 

51 

Philadelphia** 

9 

7 

24 

33 

40 

10 

133 

Pikt, 

9 

0 

8 

8 

a 

0 

¥ 
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TABLE  B.— coxTiNUEO. 


COTTNTIES, 


Potter, 

Sotiprs«»t, 

Schuylkill, 

Sn^qiiehunna, 

Tini^, 

Union, 

Venango, 

Warren, 

WaMhin^on, 

Wayne, 

Westmorelaml, 

York, 


1 
6 
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 


3 
10 
4 
3 
5 
6 
1 


1    3 

1 

!  30 

15 

7 

2  ; 

10 

4  1 

17 

12  i 

304 

281  1 

0 

7 
0 
3 
4 

10 
4 
6 

15 
2 

17 

21 

535 


Shulie 

WoI£ 

Ritnpr. 

TouL 

3 

9 

3 

19 

13 

21  ' 

8 

05 

3 

21 

5 

50 

14 

17 

0 

54 

22 

22 

11 

67 

15 

10 

8 

62 

13 

16 

4 

46 

3 

13 

8 

34 

10 

37 

11 

117 

7 

10 

9 

37 

26 

31 

10 

98 

21 

48 

15 

134 

788 

1237 

401 

3686 
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PROCEEDINGS  A\D  DEBiLTES. 


C. 


cm- ftnne/if  a^:  ir'iv^n   fikffn.e  by  Recorder:],  and  the  annval  avtra^e 
Citul:  77i:,if  fi'j  L^iveabu  Jv>itirej. 


Uiltfhr  ii'n'ement  cf  the  number  of  Jvsines  cf  the  Peace,  an  frlen 
fr  ui  C  t:>iiii'  i  n  I^-^rk,  (he  urmier  an  u;ire'lij  Feeorder'^y  flennAU' 
her  of  aVi't'^  Jn  ;'icei   ai  srivei    u        cjrders^the  a  era '^e  annval 


rovN'i'ir:s. 

X  3  ft 

2-  5 

Zi 
•J. 

3. 
t 

'     g  S 

<  ■- 

2  «: 
c  = 

M 

^   < 

2 

c 

A;lain«, 

07 

Not  ci\.  I) 

51 

1  €59 

00 

i^5<l  (;0 

ArcirhiMiv, 

1     118 

HO 

70 

00 

<0 

£7  CO 

Arinsiroii;:.   - 

58 

50 

40 

85 

ro 

Bp:;«v(»r, 

7(i 

06 

1       50 

30 

00 

Bc.ir  ici. 

84 

50 

1       fiO 

50 

00 

73  CO 

IJcrks 

143 

90 

65 

05 

00 

62  00 

Hrjidinri!, 

90 

09 

36 

75 

00 

IJucks, 

86 

72 

68 

1     40 

00 

77  00 

BmliT, 

70 

I 

64  (10 

Cimbria, 

20 

27 

25 

150 

00 

115  00 

('fiiins 

09 

f2 

42 

40 

oc 

100  CO 

('Ill'SlfT, 

85 

8«» 

73 

25 

CO 

45  00 

Clpnrfir'd,     - 

35 

27 

23 

55 

CO 

Cnlunihin, 

00 

51  00 

(•raufMnl.     - 

02 

51 

48     ' 

50 

00 

Cninheil  .nd. 

90 

75 

04     . 

00  00 

Don  III  in. 

05 

65 

55 

100 

0( 

Dfl.iwart', 

28     ' 

24  CO 

Eri<% 

08     ! 

44 

40 

1 

19 

CI 

K'6  OU 

F:iyiM*c, 

78     ! 

00 

1 

5'» 

50 

0( 

c8  00 

Franklin,      -             -            , 

97 

73 

(Ir  (Mil', 

59 

50 

45 

CO 

(l( 

Iliinlincrdon,               -            ' 

68 

'JS 

74 

135 

0< 

Indi  tna. 

40 

39 

30 

05 

0( 

69  00 

JetTerson.      -             -           : 

:9     : 

15 

100 

0( 

•luniatM, 

:6 

26 

20 

33 

CO 

lJan(•^*^U•^,     - 

194 

80 

40 

00 

74  00 

Le'v.'.iioM, 

1% 

41 

30 

]ieli:i!h. 

42 

34 

.'3 

74 

0( 

40  CO 

I.iizemo,             -            -     ; 

63     ■ 

9  5 

9(» 

r5 

H 

145  00 

L>f'cming,   • 

80 

66 

48 

50 

CO 

86  00 

jMcKean,            -            -     • 

19     ' 

9     ' 

20 

CO 

PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION.  1897. 
TABLE  C— coNTixuiD. 


ilh 

h 
II 

'h 

h 

2,1 

§1" 

COUNnEU. 

^  1 

la, 

1 

»         g 

? 

?-f 

e 

^ 

Msrrer, 

71 

56 

54 

MlffliD, 

fil 

35 

24 

tlOO  00 

MoatLte, 

23 

23 

21 

75  0. 

$90  00 

Mont^nierr, 

92 

B2 

69 

30  00 

103 

69 

69 

55  0(1 

67  00 

ff6 

61 

43 

60  OO 

26  Ut) 

Perry. 

61 

32 

3j 

62  OO 

lUO  00 

Philadelpliig. 

123 

Pike,     . 

24 

13 

13 

45  OC 

59  00 

Poller, 

19 

Schuylkill. 

SU 

41 

34 

70  OB 

lie  00 

Somerset,     - 

05 

5B 

64 

lOU  0« 

Siuqiiehanna,    - 

54 

48  0) 

Tioga. 

67 

&5  0] 

Union. 

62 

47 

41 

Venango,      - 

46 

40 

40 

19  OC 

Warren, 

34 

24 

14 

160  0{ 

■Waihinrtnn, 

117 

83 

81 

30  0 

:-i  '" 

Wayne, 

37 

34 

32 

■•  -'"^ 

'Wetmoiehad, 

SS 

88 

Nolgivon, 

40  0 

[89  00 

y.^k.  - 

134 

lOlt' 

75 

60  0 

1       M  00 

Whole  number  of  Justioei,  u  per  Commieeion  Book,          •  8,086 

Whole  number  u  ([iven  by  Recortlera 3,858 

Number  of  acting  Justicee,  as  given  by  Recorders,     •        -  S.O07 

ATerage  annaal  emolument,  ai  given  by  Recorders,    •        -  989  00 

Do.        do.            do.             do.              do.          •        -  70  M 


4M 


PBOCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 


ESTIMATED  INCOME  OF  ALDERMEN. 


First  class, 
Second  class, 
Third  class, 


IN   PHILADELPUU   CITT. 


^five  officers,^ 
five  ofTieers.) 
four  uflicers,) 


•1,200  00 
600  00 
200  00 


No  information  from  Philadblpbia  couimr. 


86,009  00 

3,0(10  00 

800  00 


First  class, 
Second  class, 
Third  class. 


IN  LAKCASTSR. 


(one  officpr,) 
(three  officeis,) 
(four  officers,} 


•800  00 
8i»0  00 
100  00 


•800  00 
900  03 
400  00 


IN  prrrsBURo, 


First  class* 
Second  class, 
1  h.ru  class, 


(three  officers,) 
(five  officers,) 
(four  officers,) 


•1,000  00 
4!K»  00 
100  00 


•3.000  00 

2,0(0  00 

400  00 


•17.300  00 
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PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1937.  4A» 

Mr.  Ptrviancs,  of  Butler,  submited  the  following  resolution,  which 
was  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

Ret^lvcd^  That  thin  Convention  will  Bcljourn  9me  die,  when  all  the  articlet  of  the 
Conxtitation,  tog  ther  with  the  report  of  the  conimittfe,  providinic  «  mode  for  future 
•mendmcntR.  sha'l  have  been  6na1ly  acted  upfin,  und  that  it  in  inexp<'dient  and  unnecet- 
rmry,at  thia  time,  to  make  any  alteritions  or  Hmendments  on  the  pu' ject  of  (orporxiions, 
the  currency,  pul  Uc  hiKhwaya.  eminent  domain,  atatr  del  t.  loiteriei>,  l>ank  of  the  Uniifd 
8t  te4,  aerret  aocieticR,  abolialinirnt  of  capital  punishment,  exoneration  of  f0*icty  of 
Frienda  from  pa\  ment  of  inilitin  (inoi,  extrnaion  of  trial  by  jury  to  fugitive  ilavea,  and 
aboUahment  of  imprisonment  for  debt. 

SIXTH  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  a&rain  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole, 
on  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in 
the  Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  nmendment  of  Mr.  Bell,  to  the 
amendinen*  of  Mi.  Stkrigere.  ns  follnus,  viz :  to  sirke  out  from  the 
ninth  line  the  words  *•  provided  by  law",  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
wonis,  *•  At  the  seveml  p«»,*iods  of  making  the  enumeration  of  the  taxable 
inhabitants,  roeniioned  in  section  fuur,  articl«>  first,  designate  by  law*'. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  inoticm  to  amend  was  decided  in  the 
negative. 

Mr.  DcN'LOP,  of  Franklin,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  striking 
from  the  seventh  line  the  v/ord  '*  three",  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
TTord  *•  five".  He  thought  the  fixing  of  so  short  a  term  wa.s  too  great  a 
bthttUng  of  the  officer,  while  nothing  of  advanusge  was  e::iined  by  the 
people.  The  best  officer  in  Franklin  county  had  held  his  office  for  twenty- 
lour  years.  He  was  a  man  to  whom  lawyers  and  judges  could  refer  as  to 
ihe  practice  of  the  court,  whose  accuracy,  industry  and  efHciency  had 
never  been  called  in  question.  Another  Proibonolary  had,  for  ten  or 
twelve  years,  executed  the  duties  of  his  office,  with  a  degree  of  urbaniryt 
ahiliiy  and  industry,  which  liad  given  entire  satisfaction  to  every  one.«-« 
Hiese  ^fttlemen  dad  held  their  offices,  for  the  lengtli  of  time  he  had 
stated,  m  Franklin  county,  and  there  had  never  been  a  complaint  breathed 
against  them.  Experience  in  ofTices  of  this  kind  gave  Uie  otriccr  a  facility 
not  to  hu  otherwise  acquired,  and  a  knowledge  of  the  practice  of  the  courts 
and  the  course  of  Icpslation.  which  commanded  the  respect  and  confidcnco 
of  the  people.  Such  men  would  not  agree  lo  hohl  their  oflices  ng.iiust  the 
consent  of  the  people,  or  with  the  liability  to  bo  turned  (mH.  The  of- 
ficers must  he  made  respectable,  and  respect  was  the  result  of  probity, 
ability  and  experience,  ii;  ofiicc.  All  may  have  a  chame,  if  short  terms 
are  cstablisheil,  but  the  ptibli*  interests  will  not  1h;  hcncliuHl ;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  p<?ople  would  Ih»  Io.«:(ms.  To  fill  the  t»flice  of  Prothonotary  ic- 
quires  a  man  of  e\perioni'»\  and  knowledge  of  the  prnc'.iee  of  courts,  of 
ihe  modes  of  muking  enirios,  of  tiie  different  writt?.  and  the  various  forms 
and  formula  in  law.  S<»nu'tiines  he  is  required  to  modily  the  regidar 
forms,  and  sometimes  to  i^:slle  process  in  terms  not  pie:$crl!)ed  in  the  for- 
mula. In  su4?h  (situation,  evrry  ncM  ofticer  must  be  sometimes  at  a  lo3s« 
He  did  nut  «*speet  the  eoramiitt'C  would  aoifc  to  his  amendment.  It  was 
fi  niau^r  of  indiir«u'i*nc«  to  hiiUi  if  iliey  did  or  not  i  \w  hod  considered  it 
i)  bo  his  duty  lo  iilTer  i(.  If  jfentlemen  Houlil  read  over  tho  umondinenti 
JIm>/  Wi)ulil  's99«  tbi4(  it  tf4)uy  wax  iitand  ai  i(  is^    T)ie  la^t  wards  io  tho 
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seventh  line  run  thus :  ••  They  shall  hokl",  &c.  Whst  "  they"  ?  Whr, 
the  Recorders  of  deeds.  Clerks,  Hic.  Ynu  will  see  the  Prothnnotary  of  the 
Pupreme  Court  is  to  he  appointed  at  ihe  pleasure  of  the  court.  "They", 
therefore,  does  not  apply  to  him.  If  there  Fhonld  be  a  vacancy  in  the 
clerkFhip  of  the  Supreme  Court,  it  wruld  he  filled  hy  the  Governor.  So, 
that  the  court  wnuld  nppoiut  in  tlte  first  iustanre,  and  the  Governor  would 
afterwHrds  appoint.  It  was  proper  and  right,  that  the  nppointments  should 
be  all  from  the  snme  source.  He  did  not  know  any  thing  which  more 
conchisivcly  shows,  that  the  frnmcrs  of  the  present  Constirution  linew 
hetier  what  they  were  nbout  than  we  do;  and,  if  they  ever  were  the  ap- 
prentices of  Blackstone,  they  were  superior  to  the  journeymen  of  the 
present  day  It  would  be  unnecessary  to  chancre  any  other  than  the  sei- 
enth  line — the  paremiiesis  in  linp  three  being  taken  out.  In  the  language 
of  the  ohl  Constitution  the  style  is  logical,  beautiful  and  simple,  and  this 
parenthetical  style,  which  is  introduced  in  the  amendment,  has  a  tendency 
to  confuse;  nothing  entangles  laws  so  much  af*  parenthesis,  and  nothing 
perplexes  Judges  so  much,  as  to  find  in  a  proviso  rn  enactment.  Every 
gentleman  who  would  take  the  trouble  to  look  at  the  smendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mont^romeiy,  (Mr.  Sterigerg)  must  be  satisfied,  that  it 
caimot  he  adopted  in  the  language  in  which  it  is  couched.  He  was  satis- 
fied, that  the  Hrmngcmcnt  of  the  gentleman  from  Susqiiehauna,  (Mr. 
Rka'a>)  the  chairman  of  the  committee  on  the  sixth  article,  would,  at  least, 
receive  the  approbation  of  the  committee,  and  he  was  therefore  willing  fo 
vote  down  this  proposition,  and  take  that  gentleman's  mode.  He  was 
anxious  to  see  that  brought  forward.  There  would  he  no  waste  of  time, 
and  he  was  sorry  to  hear  an  apology  on  that  score.  So  being,  as  the  dis- 
cussion was  to  the  point,  there  was  no  waste  of  time,  and  no  need  of  apo- 
logy. He  did  not  wish,  when  the  Constitutional  amendments  were  sent 
forth,  to  have  them  sent  in  such  a  form  as  to  be  subject  to  the  criticism  of 
every  whipster  of  a  printer's  boy.  We  had  been  too  apt  to  neglect  verbal 
criticism,  which  required  no  ordinary  share  of  talent  and  di^crinii nation. 

Mr.  Stevens  reminded  the  gentleman  from  Franklin,  that  he  Had  taken 
up  the  rough  printed  copy  of  the  amendment,  as  it  was  originally  offered, 
and  not  as  it  had  been  subsequently  amended.  He  would  see,  on  reference, 
that  the  language  had  been  changed.  The  exception  comes  in  in  less 
words ;  there  is  less  verbiage  than  in  the  half  dozen  sections.  'Hie 
amendment  must  conform  to  tlie  style  of  the  original  section.  Mere  verbal 
criticism  was  not  all  that  was  required  to  make  an  amendment  sensible. 
He  knew  that  they  should  be  obliged,  after  the  whole  had  gone  through 
the  committee  of  the  whole,  to  appoint  a  committee  of  grammarians.  It 
would  be  impossible,  in  the  progress  of  amendment,  to  put  in  that  ornate 
language  which  is  fit  for  a  Constitution.  All  we  could  do  now  was  lo 
adopt  principles,  and  adapt  the  language  afterwards. 

Mr.  DuNLOp  said,  this  explanation  did  not  remove  his  objection ;  he 
had  no  doubt  as  to  the  object  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams. 

Mr.  Eari.e,  of  Philadelphia,  called  the  gentleman  from  Franklin  to 
order,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  discussing  the  language  of  the  Constitu* 
tion,  instead  of  the  motion  before  the  committee. 

The  Chair  decided,  that  the  gentleman  from  Franklin  was  not  ont  of 
order. 

Mr.  DtTNLOP  made  a  few  verbal  criticisms  on  the  language  of  the  amend* 
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roent,  in  onler  to  shew  the  necessity  of  amending  it,  to  sustain  and  illus- 
tratH  what  he  had  before  said. 

Mr.  Cummin  h-ul  the  honor,  he  said,  to  helon|^  to  the  committee  which 
reported  on  this  flu^ject,  and  he  would  offer  a  few  remarks  in  relation  to 
it.  The  subject  had  undergone  considcral>le  discussion  in  committee,  and 
tlie  report  w.is  Qnally  agreed  on  by  a  majority.  The  gendeman  from 
Franklin  was  for  life  offices  ;  he  was  not.  lie  says  it  requires  three  years 
to  give  men  qnalitications  necessary  for  the  office  of  Prothonotary.  I 
think  the  contiary.  Experience  was  the  best  instiuctor,  and  he  knew, 
from  his  own  observalio:!,  that  the  gentleman's  supposition,  that  many 
years*  experience  and  practice  were  necessary  to  enable  a  person  to  dis- 
charge ihe  duties  of  a  Prothonotary,  was  unfounded.  But,  in  the  county 
of  Juniata,  when  newly  created,  all  the  officers  were  new.  We  called  a 
Prothonolary  from  the  plough,  and  he  discharged  the  duties  to  the  satis- 
faction, both  of  the  bar  and  the  court.  This  man  went  from  the  plough. 
to  the  office,  and  remained  there  until  he  was  removed  by  the  Executive. 
The  gentleman  told  us,  that  the  oflicewas  filled  in  his  county  by  two  men 
for  thirty-six  years,  and  argued  from  it,  that  long  experience  was  necessary 
to  discharge  its  duties.  But  this  was  not  the  fact,  as  experience  has 
proved.  It  was  true,  when  a  new  officer  came  into  court  for  the  first 
time,  he  would  be  a  little  deficient.  The  gentlemen  of  the  bar  were  al- 
ways polite,  and  gave  young  Prothonotaries  information  to  enable  them 
to  get  thiough  the  business.  He  rcgreted  the  opposition  made  to  this  pro- 
position. It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  labors  of  this  body  were  to  have 
no  useful  results ;  that,  for  any  practiciil  purpose,  our  proceedings  would 
be  a  mere  blank.  We  might  as  well  give  uii  at  once,  if  we  were  to  be 
met  at  every  moment  with  such  objections.  We  had  a  right  to  go  on  and 
do  what  the  people  asked  us  to  do,  and  the  61cs  of  this  body  would  show 
that  the  people  had  called  for  this  amendment— for  the  power  of  electing 
their  officers  for  the  term  of  three  years,  and  then  of  re-electing  them  for 
three  years  more,  if  tliey  had  done  well.  They  did  not  wish  to  give  a 
monopoly  of  ofRce  to  a  few,  and  there  would  be  no  propriety  in  such  a 
course.  If  there  were  two  brothers  equally  competent,  anil  meritorious, 
was  it  not  right  that  one  should  have  an  equal  chance  with  the  other  to 
enjoy  the  emolument,  and  the  honor,  of  any  particular  office  ?  Would  it 
be  right  that  one  should  hold  on  to  the  office,  and  that  his  brother  should 
have  no  share,  but  that  one  should  have  all  the  profits  ?  But,  in  nicnibers 
of  the  same  community,  we  were  all  brethren,  and  were  all  equally  enti- 
tled to  fill  such  offices  of  trust  <ind  emolument  as  we  were  qualified  for.— 
Who  were  they  who  refused  to  carry  this  principle  into  execution  ?  The 
people  would  not  bear  them  out,  though  th.'ir  party  might.  He  hoped 
this  amendment  would  not  pass,  and  that,  in  time  to  come,  no  more  such 
amendments  would  be  offered — particularly,  as  there  was  prevalent  in  tlie 
Convention  an  impatience  of  business,  and  a  feverish  anxiety  to  go  home. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  Mr.  Dunlop's  motion  to  amend,  and  de- 
cided in  the  negative. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  moved  to  strike  out  '*  three"  and  insert  "  ^ve^\  which 
was  also  negatived. 

Mr.  Meredith,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  it  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of 
the  majority  of  the  Convention,  that  the  appointment  of  the  clerks  of 
courts  should  be  taken  fxom  vlie  Governor  and  jgiven  to  the  people.    So 
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far  as  reganls  taking  the  appointment  from  the  Governor,  he  agreed  in  the 
propriety  of  the  course :  but  he  disagreed  on  the  Fubjcct  nf  its  being 
belter  in  the  hands  of  the  people.  That  the  appointments  of  the  Executive 
have  not  bren  satisfactory  to  the  people,  has  arisen  from  that  fertile  source 
of  evils — parly  discipline.  lie  did  not  beliii've  that  this  discipline  and  party 
influence  would  be  moderated  by  sending  those  officers  to  the  people  to 
be  elected.  Me  had  confidence  in  the  people  in  all  parts  properly  subject 
to  the  immediate  action  of  the  people.  As  one  of  the  people,  as  a  member 
of  that  clasH  of  which  he  must  feel  proud — a  freeman  of  Pennsylvania,  he 
did  not  wish  to  have  any  share  in  the  election  of  these  officers.  The  old 
practice  of  appointment  by  the  courts  he  considered  to  he  the  liest.  He 
thought  it  proper  that  the  Judges  should  have  the  privilege  of  appointing 
their  clerks.  The  records  would  be  better  preserved  if  the  appointment 
of  clerks  be  given  to  all  the  courts,  as  we  were  now  prepared  to  give  that 
privilege  to  the  Supreme  court.  It  would  be  admited  that  although  a  clerk 
might  record  a  letter  accuraiely,  there  are  few  who  could  make  up  a  record 
of  fifty  years  to  make  titles  perfect  which  run  hack  through  that  period. 
The  last  tenant  may  have  lived  beyond  the  reach  of  ordinary  proof.  He 
had  known  record.s  tnken  from  the  pigeon  holes,  when  it  became  neeesstry 
to  make  room,  and  thrown  into  the  cellar.  Judges  are  to  be  deprived  of 
agency  in  reference  to  papers.  The  Prothonotary  feels  himself  indepen- 
dent of  them,  and  between  him  and  the  county  commissioners,  who  have 
no  interest  in  the  security  of  records,  they  arc  arranged  and  disposed 
of.  This  was  wrong.  He  did  not  helieve  the  committee  would  agree 
with  him,  but  he  desired  to  take  the  sense  of  the  body  on  an  amendment 
which  he  would  propose.  He  then  moved  to  amend  tlie  amendment  by 
striking  theretnun  in  the  first  and  second  lines,  the  words  '*  except  the 
proihonotaries  of  the  Supreme  court  who'*,  and  inserting  the  word  **  re- 
spective" in  the  second  line,  between  the  word  **ihe"  and  the  word  *'court*', 
and  striking  from  the  fif  h  and  sixth  lines  the  words,  **  or  the  districts  orer 
which  the  jurisdiction  of  said  courts  extends". 

Mr.  DoRAN  as^ked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  motion,  and  they  weie 
ordered. 

Mr.  Dun  LOP  said,  there  was  a  general  disposition  throughout  Pennsyl- 
vania, to  cut  down  the  power  of  ihe  Executive,  to  lessen  the  asperity  of 
elcc'.ions,  and  dilate  the  bitterness  of  party.  It  had  been  well  remarked 
by  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  that  the  party  which  ivas  likely  to 
have  the  Governor  was  desirous  to  take  away  from  him  the  power  of 
appointment.  He  thought  the  majority  party  ought  to  take  the  amend- 
ment, because  it  would  take  the  elections  out  of  the  hands  of  the  miuoiity 
who  have  ihe  Governor. 

With  regard  to  parties,  he  hold  that  the  minority  party  were  the  busi- 
ness part  of  the  community,  and  that  they  only  make  politics  their  pui^ 
suit  when  it  will  improve  their  business,  and  the  moment  the  election  hai 
gone  by,  tlipy  coniirue  their  regular  pursuits  amrdc  not  meddle  with  the 
matter;  but  the  majority  party  is  composed  of  men  of  not  so  much  busi- 
ness, and  who  have  more  time  to  wrangle  for  appointments.  Then  2t 
seemed  to  him  that  those  of  the  majority  party  ought  to  go  for  giving 
these  appointments  to  the  courts,  who  were  appointed  by  a  majority  Go- 
vernor. He  asserted  that  the  great  mass  of  the  population  were  generally 
in  error,  and  that  it  v/as  not  mq^  than  once  in  twenty  years,  when  right 
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principle  got  uppermont ;  but  at  he  had  no  doubt  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
Mople  of  Pennsylvania,  that  the  patronage  of  the  Governor  should  be  cut 
down,  he  was  willing  to  gratify  that  wish,  and  if  this  patronage  was 
taken  from  the  Governor,  he  did  not  know  where  it  would  be  more  proper 
to  vest  it  than  in  the  courts.  It  certainly  was  proper  that  the  courts  should 
have  the  appointment  of  their  own  clerks.  They  undoubtedly  were  more 
competent  to  judge  of  the  qualifications  of  these  oiEcers,  than  the  Gover- 
nor or  the  people. 

Mr.  DoRAN  thought  the  Judges  had  too  much  power  already,  and  if  thif 
power  was  taken  from  the  courts,  it  should  be  given  to  the  people. 

Mr.  Earlb  thought,  if  the  gentleman  would  modify  his  amendment  so 
as  to  give  the  courts  power  to  remove  those  officers  for  misconduct,  it 
might  be  more  acceptable  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  MEREDriH  could  not  assent  to  this,  because  it  might  bring  the 
conrts  in  conflict  with  the  people. 

Mr.  Earle  did  not  wish  this  observation  to  be  so  construed,  as  to  con- 
rey  the  idea  that  he  was  in  favor  of  giving  the  courts  the  power  to  appoint 
theae  officers.     He  was  for  having  them  elected  by  the  people. 

Mr.  Meredith  had  understood  the  gentleman,  but  he  could  not  adopt 
the  suggestion,  because  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  bring  the 
courts  into  conflict  with  the  people.  'l*he  people  mi^ht  elect  a  Clerk  of 
t}ie  court,  who  would  misbehave  the  very  first  day  ;  and  if  he  was  a  popu- 
lar man  with  the  people,  and  the  court  turned  him  oat,  it  would  at  once 
create  a  difficulty  between  the  people  and  the  court. 

Mr.  DuN'LOP  Aaid,  that  the  few  words  wjiich  had  just  fallen  from  the 
two  gendemen  from  Philadelphia,  showed  that  an  election  of  these  officers, 
for  a  term  of  years,  would  be  improper.  They  were  the  officers  of  the 
court;  the  mere  hand  of  the  court,  to  execute  ius  orders,  yet,  if  they  were 
•lected  for  a  term  of  years,  they  would  be  independent  of  the  court,  inde- 
dependent  of  the  Governor,  and  independent  of  the  people  themselves ;  and 
they  might  refuse  to  execute  the  orders  of  the  court,  und  where  was  the 
remedy.  As  they  were  appointed  at  present,  the  Governor  might,  and 
undoubtedly  would  remove  them,  upon  the  representation  of  the  courts.-— 
Suppose  the  officer  refuses  to  obey  the  orders  of  the  court  ?  Suppose  the 
court  order  him  to  make  an  entry  in  a  particular  way,  and  he  refuses  to  do  it  T 
What  was  to  be  done  ?  The  court  might  take  the  matter  fiom  him,  and  say 
they  would  make  the  entry  themselves  ;  but  he  may  say  to  them,  that  he 
it  the  officer  of  the  court,  and  keeper  of  the  recorils.  This  is  the  predica- 
ment you  may  be  placed  in,  by  giving  the  election  of  these  officers  to  the 
people  for  three  years.  The  courts  hail  no  patronage  lo  be  abused,  and 
he  had  no  doubt,  but  the  people  would  approve  of  gi.ing  the  appointment 
of  these  officers  to  the  courts.  As  to  getting  rid  of  these  officers  by  im- 
peachment, it  might  be  wholly  impracticable,  because  in  many  instances 
they  would  not  be  removed  before  their  commissions  expired.  It  would 
be  something  like  a  court  in  Gcorgi:i,  passing  sentence  upon  certain  In- 
dians, and  after  tliey  were  hung,  sending  tiie  record  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
to  sec  if  they  would  reverse  ine  judgment.  He  v/ouUl  ask  gentlemen  to 
turn  to  their  constituents  aud  enquire  whether  they  would  not  be  perfectly 
Mtisfied,  to  allow  these  appointments  to  remain  with  the  courts,  if  they 
were  taken  from  the  Governor.  It  seemed  lo  him,  that  the  people  of  the 
whole  State  would  acquiesce  in  this  proposition,  but  at  any  rate,  he  hoped 
TOL,  ni.  x3 


4tm-  .''^R(XfBEXmGSOjSS01iEBVeB3£ 


idfbi^t'Ytrmr  M'aidi)pt^;'Uy^«e0irtM3r'wc«M''ii(^^ 
iffTt'isTi'otiW  be^disoftve^ed  hVreafiervTthm  it  (W'y^  *tQ«^?»i^r 

ODuW  b^'st^aftk'o^lt■<^ri  seciwdfoffdiilff;'*  {'  "  "'  "•"..'  tv/  •>''  ,^^0% 
•^'^Mr/'PintTrARb  beH^vtJd  if  th«  j^poinittifeiiup  of  the  Cterki  of-fcoaitd  wah^ 
dbnfided  ra  I  the  courts' thfemselT^s;  ihiit  there  \voul(t'be>s^fo<ii^(«r(il-dblbiiUtf^ 
dfi'obfainmg^j^ood'ofltccra:  He  siid"  thi»'iVahfcly'afiid'0]pen(y;^  ihaR'^' 
ohtinvei^  for  obtatning- capable  and  efllciHit  officers' 'frcim-  tHe?  coUHavmifbt 
be  better  than  fiomthe  people;  yet,  with  this  conce8sioB,'''3!mdimcler»liiir 
biBlibY, Ke>wd6 not pfi*p»re!tl  ra fotethf this anidridmehiW^TKif 'hd'thwdJIhtSine 
good  reasntiwhy  he 'should  rtbi  vwte  fdr  it,  had'beiEriibrbiiiehitbiiw  Bvrie^ 
ofHhreobtmittee  by.'thfi'gienilonian 'from' Frank Jiii,  (Mr:  '^Otrswi^^  wICch 
nias;  thaC'we  shomfd  kecp'politic3  as*  fiar"reiiiovcd''fF(>'m'«the>Jiidi€iBry^a# 
Pennsylvania  as  possible.  Ha8'it'not'bAn>'dr)n<;eded*'bf 'slU'thnt'a  pMy 
fh^vernoW  a^'d  'poU'ticral  Judges,  bavfe  brought  together  tt^onveiiAiQiyia 
this  State,  of  a  polideal  character?  Is  it  not  a  -fa^t^  that  Jddges'iir'thir 
OommbBweblfhv'areiiHiTrd'  adtitig  hivrDneprt'u-ith^/pierfitical  pwtizbmi^in 
ttiwnBhip  ^TrdMsoutity  meetings;  andm  State  CohveMiotis,' and. that* thssv 
Judgres  are-leiading  pintrsans?-  'Iff-it  nt>t  a  fact,  that  Jodj^es  of*thc?'oofirtB»* 
ita'Pennsylvama,  are  found  on  county  committees;  aff^agents/'and'aldmtf  of 
tlKir~politio!nlphrty  throughout  the  Stdt^?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Ootefmrf* 
iKrhe'n  he  appoints  a  political 'partisan  to  t  Judgeship,  crpectflhiB  aid'and- 
MTpport ;  aiul  YS  it  not  a  fact,  that  those  Judges' adhere  tchim^  in  manyi  in^* 
fltanoes,  as  closely,  asaiiy  other 'partisans'?'  'Bve^yfiefitl«iilari'nui:9t'luiow' 
this  to  be  the  fact,  and  he  would  appeal  to  them*  to  eayj'" whether;'" thr' 
placing  of  this  patronage  in  their  hands^  would  nolVtill  more  rlesdy.iHitc 
then>  to  the! I  political  parties?  And  the. reason '^h^^' he 'sHoulditi^pfose'iv 
was,  that  it  tnight  lead  10  a  system- of  fQvoritisrii;"ifhich  •wbuldr^"'  no' 
means,/oondoce'to  the  benefit  of  the  •  public^  •  Ag^lD,'he  'did  'not-MiBvev'* 
^at'the  people  of  Pennsylvania  would  ever  submit  tp  it.';  "'Ehren'iid  nailing' 
that  it  might  be  desirable^- and  that  the- officers  selected  by- the' ciourtsVroara' 
be  more  competent  to  discharge  their  duties,  than  those  selected  by  the* 
people,  still  the  people  never  would  submit  to  it,  and" it' would  be  ia-'vain^ 
to  attempt  to  control  public  opinion  in  this  matters  '  He  was  confidesl'lhe' 
people  of  his  county  never  would  consent  that  the  Judgea  off  the  couif 
Should  make  the  appointments,  because  they  would  at  once  feeU  that  liir* 
office  would  be  giv^en  to  some  >  relation  ^ of- the^  Judges,  orsomeperaon'cotf^ 
ncetcd  with  the  party  to  which  the  officors^bf  the  court  belonged ,  and 'he' 
imagined  this  would  be  the  case  all  over  the -State.  >He'hadiim:  idea  of' 
mixing  up  'with  the  Judiciary,  any  matter'  which  would' iiind  t  he  in  any  < 
dloser  to  p6liti<^al  parties  than  they  were  now^  as  he  believed  it 'wt>tild  hav«' 
8'moet  deleterious  influence  npon  the  correct  administrstioii  of  that  tdip6rh' 
ant  branch  of  onr  Government.  He  would  harethem admtiriaiter  jastiee' 
impartially^  without  regard  to '  polities;-  or  p^tty  orgiiniBatiou  \  acad  he'-ne*' 
TcJrcould  consent,  thai  the  Judiciary  should,  in  any  way, 'be  connedod' 
wi^  the  political  parties  of  the  State.  .'  •      -..,... 

Mr.  McRBDrrH  wa^  in  hopes,  when  the  gentleman-from  Allegheny  com-'' 
menced  his  remarks,  that  he  was  going  to  support  the  amendment  before' 
thecommittee ;  because  it  appeared  to  him«  when  he  conceded  that  il'waf' 
probable  .that  better  othcers  would  be  appointed^  he  had  conceded  the  whole'* 
ffround,  and  that  he  should  have  determined  to  vote  for  the  smesdiDenti»«*rf' 
What  else  ahonld  thecommittee  look  tOf  than  the  ge|tiiig>6ffi«  md'Hoakpi^' 
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officftis  toi^Il.  tlMae  ntufttrens.  Th«»  w«b'  tbr-  wtole' vnatter  to  ht  eH^ 
^iBediIll!o^beciaLUsc-the:.prereTvati(y^  ofthtf  reco)rds.of  ihe'courty  were'^dF 
ite  iB(Sftt.vUal''imporunc?>t(vthe  people.  *  This  ^ve6  wh^tihe  people  \M 
moit  iaiereflt'in,  sad  if  we  obtained  th«  means  (if  B^cnrlnf^  comp<»t(^H  afid 
lauiiftil  oriicers,  i^  \v»3,  in  his  opinion,  hH  ihut  wiis  (lernan'ded  of  m  by' this 
penpiP4..lf  xve  Kecurotaiihnm,  iho  prc^e^^rvunon  bflhat  which- t)rotectn  therfi 
iiiiibcir-.prorperty^  iind  ithe  tiiiosto  ihetr  hinds,  the  people  will  not  inquire 
ofu^snyitbinf^  Hboutlhc  miuiAer  in  whi^h  appointmcfits  tire  mude:  "li^e 
lk9tt9h2^)ii&. \v)aB.  the.dnty  -of  this  l^onventioR  to  take  tFHe  patr.m^ve  iroin  tii^ 
fittv^fnbrMborouseJt  wirir  admrtoiiv  «>n  dU  h^ds^  tkit  it-lAd  not  been-'prd^ 
jmiyiaxmiaeA ;>nnd  bothougrht'it rurt^ofno<be  (raf^kity VbvedilTire ilpt>|Mfit( 
iiihm?rnL;thaihafid7  of  those  wh<i  wontdirctet^tilie  •nVo8Ft'6tVtonipetetit;*'Mitf 
^Bcierrt.'  ofTfccvs. :  •  But^  the  ^enirtmnn< from  Alle!|lreiyy  'SAy^i  h  ^vo'tild' W 
ilttpiroper  td.^iveAthe.appoiiiimcnvt  o(<  those  officers  tn  the  Jiid'7cs,ht;(l!MBlfe 
Iboreape  jin  the  Sta^,  JiidsTCs.  ^r-ho  belong  ;U)''poliii(?nlp(trtie»i'«:iAd'iRi'h6 
inoulajplny'iina  d\»i  hands. of  iheit^  parses,  inthc  maliinf^if  of  these 'Appre^fit^ 
Mwta^.jUe  ^'ulmiied,  (iiere  were ■pn«ioi»v and  it  wa«  Iwpossiblc  entlrlrfy>t)4 
^vaid;the<iji^uene3<orpi)rty,  in  nppoii);m«nts,btii  h^  was  pfoud  to  have  it 
la;82y,-  thatrhe.  bcliejv<^d.  there  was  no  party  in  this  cosnmon wealth',  W 
w&a<)Q. ranks,  men  eoiirciy  c*omp(?tent  to  till  public  tnis?ts'  uvre  noti^hri 
ftiiiDiii  -'It  would  be  no  oi>jection  to  hini\  that  the  Cii^rk  of  a  court' shatfKl 
bOif  dilated  from  the  ranks  of  »  pArty  opposeil  toiiini  it»))oIhR*s^  if  theh^ 
duriiluHl^seleeied*  M'as  competent  u%(il\  'the  situ  at  ion,  and  an*  honest;  u^ 
iig^t«  imdthonorabla  man,  andhe'apprefiendody  there  Was- no  Judgt;  in  th^. 
(&fn»i)niurQuhh  .wliO'Wonld  be-sO'lost  toult  self"  respect^  as  to  app(>itit  nii 
imilfidtx^\\\Q>be  a>Glejik of  a  couti^ Avho -w^icnut  B*nian'of  abih'tyand  inU. 
t0gftty«'^  lit  .was  a  matter  o(^  indifference  to  him »  sothst  the  leconiN  of  1h'|tf 
Ctturt'iveneopfroperly  kept;  and  the  entries  mfacVe  ha'  dtie  form^  whether  thd 
5Sioe  wa»  filled  by  an  tndivi<huil  oppof^ed  tolrim  in  politics  or  AM.  Anolh^^ 
^.vieW'ti'hich  tlie  gcndeinaa  from  Allephony  had  taken  of  this  qn«stioW, 
|V9s,.that  the  people  would  never  ^^o  lohuvo  the  courls  rhake  the^e'd!]{iM 
ppiatnients.  Well,  if  they- would  not  agree  to  it,  thoy  might  reject 'it.-^ 
Wi3  are  abody  aris'ombled  here,  to- proipoae  ainemlments  tO'thep€*opie,  iirtd 
we  have  assembled  without  lun'  instnietions  from  the  pcophe,  so  that  We 
9Te  t»  propnec  suuh  amendments  as  j^jem  to  us  right  and  proper.  Then, 
ii  iXapi'tars  to  nsv  that  the  selections  will  be  bo9t  made  by  the  Jndglsy,  it 
i0.our..bimiulen.duiy  to  suiHnit  to  the  pL-opIc  an  amenchnont; ' proposing* 
ti^k.give.  tlio  appointment  ta  the  Jiidiciafy ;  andif  they -do'nt  like  ihtl 
imeiulmeot,  tliey  ean  reject  iu  ■  In  saying  this,  he  did  not  wish  to  be-inl^ 
derstoodifiS' urging  tliis  cmirse- with  a-vtew  of  preserving-  the  old  Oon^itr* 
lutiou*.  .  Ho  did  not  speak  in  that  sense;  but  it  did  seem  to  him;  that  gvrt^ 
tlamen  crmld.  not  help  voting  for  the  amendment,  if  they  believed  thesie 
e^cers  would  be  better  appointed  by  the  courts,  than  l>y  the  people."  ifta 
hoip^,.  .UierefQie,  that  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny  himself.  W6uld'  setf 
tUe  .propriaty  of  voting  for  this  amendments  as  he  had  coneeded  that  the 
ftppointn»ents  would  bc.bept  made  nndei*  it.        ■  '      ■ 

1  ,Mc.  SiiLL.saiJ,  if  he  was  perfecdy  (ronvinreil  of  the  correctnetiy  of'the^ 
posiiipn  assumed  by  the  gentleman  from  the  city.  (Mr;'lVlKli£Jirm),  and 
conceded-  by  thtt  gentlmmn-from  Allegheny,  (Mr.  Forward),  he  wouM 

Cvin -favor  of  .the  anvrndaient ;  buthc' could  not  but  entertaitl  sonie'^fRWW 
»b^japoii>this  aubjecu  .  Witbragai^4o»(he  MpcriM  leoura^litf  t!HMq{hl 
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we  had  better  give  the  appointment  of  these  officers  to  them,  tnd  for  tUf 
reason.     In  the  first  place,  it  would  be  a  grem  matter  of  convenience  to 

S've  the  appointment  of  these  officers  to  the  Supreme  Court,  became  of 
e  size  of  the  districts ;  but  there  was  another  and  a  stronger  reason  whj 
he  would  prefer  givinir  the  appointment  of  these  officers  to  this  court. 
This  reason  was,  that  the  Constitution  of  this  court  was  such  as  to  make 
it  competent  to  judge  of  the  qualifications  of  those  persons  who  might 
apply  for  these  situations.     \Vh- 1  was  the  Constitution  of  this  court?    It 
was  constituted  of  law  judges,  of  men  of  great  experience  and  knowledfo 
in  matters  of  law  ;  of  men  not  only  conversant  with  matters  of  law,  Iml 
with  the  records  of  courts,  and  with  all  other  matters  necessary  in  the 
administration  of  justice.    If  we  were  to  take  this  court,  then  he  would 
eoneur  in  opinion  with  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  that  they  were 
more  competent  to  judge  of  the  abilities  of  the  clerks  of  their  conrteu 
There  was  another  reason  why  he  should  be  willing  to  vest  these  appoint 
ments  with  this  court.     Thrse  judges  were  men  generally  advanced  im 
years,  who  had  made  the  study  of  the  law  their  exclusive  businesa,  who 
were  presumed  to  have  withdrawn  from  the  active  political  conteetf  of 
the  day,  and  who   had  determined  upon  devoting  themselves  to  the  die* 
charge  of  the  duties  of  their  offices.     In  consequence   of  all  this,  he 
thought  there  would  be  a  peculiar  propriety  in  investing  these  appoint- 
ments in  this  court.     How  stood  the  matter  with  xespect  to  the  District 
Court?     That  court  was  composed  of  but  one  Judge,  who  was  appointed 
from  his  great  experience  in  the  law.     He  alone  consti  utes  the  court,  and 
has  no  person  to  control  him,  and  he  may  be  presumed  to  be  a  competeBt 
judge  of  the  qualification  of  a  person  to  act  as  clerk  to  the  court,  and  he 
would  be  in  favor  of  vesting  the  appoiniment  of  the  clerk  of  that  court  ia 
this  judge.     Bui  how  was  it  with  regard  to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleae, 
and  other  inferior  courts  ?     Are  the  majority  of  these  courts  composed  of 
men  skilled  in  the  law  ?     No,  sir,  they  are  not.     They  are  composed  of 
men,  to  he  sure,  who  are  men  of  respectability  and  integrity,  generally; 
but  we  know,  in  the  appointment  of  these,  as  well  as  other  officem.  politi- 
cal considerations  are  taken  into  view,  and  we  know  tliat  men  are  fre* 
quently  appointed  to  fill  these  stations,  who  ore  no  better  qualified  to 
judge  of  the  qualifications  of  men  who  would  be  required  to  keep  the 
records  of  the  court,  than  a  majority  of  their  fellow  citizens.     For  thia 
reason,  he  could  see  no  propriety  in  divesting  the  great  body  of  the  people 
of  this  right,  and  the  leaving  it  with  the  courts,  a  great  majority  of  whom 
do  not  profess  at  all  to  he  legal  characters,  and  who  -cannot  be  any  better 
able  to  judge  of  the  qualifications  of  the  officers  tlian  the  people  them- 
selves.    Tiiese  men  do  not  profess  to  be  judges  in  matters  of  law,  and 
why  give  to  them  the  selection  of  a  man  whom  the  people  were  as  eom- 
petent  to  select.     It  wr.s  said,  by  some  gentlemen,  that  the  duties  of  these 
officers  were  to  preserve  liic  records  of  the  court,  and  the  court  being 
interested  in  the  correctness  and  safe  keeping  of  these  reconls,  ought  to 
have  the  appointment  of  them.     Now,  it  is  true,  that  th:y  are  the  recorda 
of  tlie  court ;  hut,  in  point  of  fact,  who  are  the  persons  really  interested  in 
the  safe  keeping  of  these  records  ?     Is  it  the  court  ?    It  may  be  so,  or  it 
may  not.    If  a  meniber  of  the  court  is  interested  in  a  suit,  he  suffeii  in 
consequence  of  a  mistake  being  m^de  in  the  record.    But  it  ia  tboee 

piiiwi  whose  buiiaeM  ii  iaT^ve4  ia  conrtii  irlip  vp  intemiod}  imI 
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th^y  are  the  persons  who  suffer,  if  the  entries  are  not  correetly  made,  or  if 
the  rerords  are  destroyed.  Then,  it  was  the  people  at  large  who  were 
interested  in  this  matter,  and  it  was  with  them  that  the  election  of  these 
officers  should  be  left.  The  judges  having  little  or  no  interest  in  the 
matter,  the  nfHces  should  be  made  elective,  so  that  the  people  might  have 
the  opportunity  of  saying  who  they  would  trust  with  the  discharge  of  this 
important  duty.  It  was  his  iirm  belief,  if  the  election  was  left  with  the 
people,  that  in  a  great  majority  ef  cases,  they  would  look  to  the  quali- 
fications of  the  man,  rather  than  to  the  party  to  which  he  belonged,  or 
the  party  services  which  he  might  have  rendered ;  and,  furthermore,  he 
believed  we  would  have  as  good  officers  as  though  the  appointments  were 
leA  with  the  courts.  If  he  thought  that  this  mode  of  election  of  these  officers 
by  the  people,  was  going  to  he  productive  of  any  very  great  evil,  he  would 
hesitate  long  before  he  would  vote  for  it,  whether  the  people  of  his  county 
were  favorable  to  it  or  not ;  but  he  believed  it  was  the  best  mode  which 
we  could  adopt.  He  believed  the  people  of  his  county  were  in  favor  of 
it,  and  he  believed  the  people  would  make  such  selections  as  would  do 
credit  to  themselves.  For  these  reasons,  he  should  vote  against  the 
amendment  to  give  the  appointments  to  the  courts,  and  in  favor  of  giving 
the  election  to  the  people. 

Mr.  Forward  was  sorry  his  friend  from  the  citv  had  misunderstood  the 
argument,  which  he  had  briefly  addressed  to  the  committee  a  short  time 
ago.  His  desire  was  to  remove  the  Judiciary  as  far  as  possible  from  all 
political  influence,  and  to  keep  it  as  much  separated  from  party  politics  as 
possible ;  and  he  believed,  the  confering  upon  the  courts  these  appoint* 
irients,  would  have  the  tendency  to  connect  them  more  closely  with  party 
politics,  and  with  the  parties  to  which  tlie  Judges  might  belong  before  they 
were  raised  to  the  bench.  He  felt  disinclined  to  confer  on  them  thia 
power,  even  though  they  were  better  calculated  to  judge  of  the  qualifica- 
tions of  these  officers.  He  admited  there  was  a  better  chance  of  having 
men  selected  to  perform  the  duties  of  the  office  with  skill,  than  if  we  leave 
the  election  to  the  people.  He  would  not  withdraw  or  modify  the  con- 
cession he  had  nmde,  and  he  would  still  oppose  the  appointment  by  the 
courts.  What  was  it  whicli  had  brousht  into  bad  repute  the  tenure  of  the 
Judiciary  ?  He  believed  it  was  our  political  Judges  ;  he  believed  the  ten- 
ure of  office  had  been  brought  into  disrepute  by  the  Judges  intermeddling 
and  interfering  in  the  party  politics  of  the  country.  He  believed  it  would 
lead  to  favoritism,  if  these  appointments  were  confered  on  the  courtSv 
which  would  still  further  tend  to  bring  the  Judiciary  into  disrepute.-— 
Men,  in  our  State,  have  been  called  from  the  ranks  of  party  poli  ics,  to 
administer  justice ;  men  who  could  not  command  the  respect  of  their 
fellow  citizens,  and  who  could  not  rest  on  their  legal  profession  for  repu- 
tation, but  must  lean  on  the  arm  of  some  party  to  sustain  them.  Thia 
brought  the  tenure  it.ielf  into  disrepute,  anclif  we  connected  them  still 
closer  with  party  politics,  what  would  be  the  effi?cl?  If  you  give  a  Judge 
two  or  three  of  these  appomtments  to  make,  he  will  be  governed  by  party 
feelings,  precisely  in  the  same  manner  in  which  ihc  Governor  is  governed, 
and  we  will  have  a  set  of  political  partisans,  who  make  politics  a  trade, 
thrust  into  all  these  oflices  ;  not  high-rainded,  honorable  men,  in  many  in» 
itanoes.  but  the  tools  of  the  parties.    The  bands  of  political  parties  woaU 

bf  inwn  t l09€r  urouod  themi  ud  tl^e^  woald  fori^  •  kind  of  at qt9«  (o  tbt 


Pff?j?8  flf  .?.^!}  4wtri.ct. ,.  Tbcn«  why,  place  ih^.  crusts,  .in  ihia  .ffilQU^M,' 
wlic}}  mu^  Marf.."i?  popplft  ip  place  leas  CQnfi<len(?e.  io..  ih^/n.?;    J^  WOlridvi 
iii^tjs  opimflp,>c  i^ftpolitic  andunwis^,^nrf  the  po w^r.  o^gJu apt ^>  l^i^  giyai^. 
tq^them ;  therefore  he  i^lioul^  vote  agnin^^  ,^.    .■    „  . 

,^j|r/Bu^^l]fA^|^  Wj^  r^ppo^e^l  t<>  th?  ameo/jineat  submited  by  ;hV  ^eA^ii^ 
nj^n  from  iliLv'ci^i^v,  (Air.  ilEiiuD^Tii).,;    lie  Jfpufid  that  thiere  wer€^  .^lifijr. 
h^fie,  wha  were  infayor  of  ilie  electipn  pf  life  ofijccrs,.  and  if  tji)^t.afh«a«lr 
iQepf  pr.e)rpi|,  ajl.the^e  Jvidi^es  in  ijiecHiTerciip  distriQl^i  anjd  jCpiui^fs,  ytji^, 
hp, to  apppmt,  and  who, supposes,  that, .the  Oovcrnor,  whosoever. hie  fmy. 
b^^  at  tPic  .u,me,  wiljl  not  r^\Y3)i:d  hi9.  poUtic^l.fcjendiii?  jKid.in-some  paseftr 
PSIW^».%  9)?:f>  relaAions-.   Then, ag^in,.  if.the  appftMi^q^epV.pf  fl^Wi  p<3|,-^ 
c^iJ9,  flh9uld.be' cpjbi^fered  pn^th^.  •fuflgeflijit.^  u^ttura}  tp  8uppo9e,.ili'it  thc^^. 
wou|d4f.in  tKe,4.rat  place,. look  to  the|r..o>Y>)  fainil^  i\Mr,pe|E$,^8.  ts»  fil)  thes^. 
si^aiiQi^s.,  nniJ  i^.tliey  had.  ifi:tlicir  fann|ics,  persqpjs  Ayrfio,.qpuld  fill  U,  il>^\ 
strong  probatdity  w^^  thai  they.wouW  receive  the. appoipt^ne^U.  ..Theqi, 
accarijiitfr  to  thiti  plfin,.  the  jud^jDs  mii;ht  confer  on.  thei^  O'.yn  fiunilies  thj^. 
wiiple  of. ilic  offices  for  the  county," which. woiJ,ld  be  cimunued  during  lUe^; 
or  diirinir  the  teiih  of  offic^.^  of  die  Jiid-ro,     Tiiis  would,  ip^st  certainly*, 
meet  the  uissutistactiun  of  tuc  pcoule,  as  it  would  be  creatinsT  &  Kind  of 
frfmdy  ari.slocra«'y,  in  every  county  or  district.     The, people,  in  Iiis  opiuT 
ion^  ought,  to  have  the  i^eicctiuu  uf.  tho^e  ofiicers  t)ieiiiseU'e,s  anii  lie  ,took 
thein  to.  be'  as  cap.,dde  of  judfrina:  of  iJic  qualifications  of  the  ofliccrs  in  .a 
ma|[ority  o(  oases,  as  the  coucis;  .aiid  it  tliey  do  mai^e  a  bad  sjelectipny  tpe 
o|lj|jcer  will  tie  coiniiuicd  but  for  the  shortest  teroi.,.  He  believed;  it  wqvd^ 
be^j|)6yt  satt^faetory^  to  the  peppfc  generally,  tnat^  tli^  elqelipii  pr  t)xe8eoffireiiE 


would  have  afievil  tendency,  'l^hey  should  bo  as  far  rei^oyed  fronoi  ceiv- 
8uV.e  as  pops/blb,*  therefore,,  he  would  throw  nothing  in  their  W8yy,.,ivhicl| 
would  lead'  them  into  temptation.  For  these  reasons,  he  should  vote 
against  the  amendnieut  of  the  gentleman  froni  the  city. 

Mr.  Serokaxt  (President)  had  no  manner  of  doubt,  but  this  whole  suIih; 
ject  was  one  of  a:rcat  difliculty  ;  it  deserves  and  requires  CHreful  oonsiderar. 
ti.dh,  and  he  must  confess,  that  he  ]iad  not  found  that  diiliculty  lessened 
by  the  discussion,  to  which  he  had  not  been  inattentive.  He  had  been, 
partictilarly  struck  by  a  part  of  the  observations  of  the  gentlemai^  froin 
FVanklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop).  He  wished  to  illustrate  his  idea,  by  rcfering  in., 
the  first  place  to  a  remark  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Franklin,  (Mr.  Ditn- 
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power,  so  as  to  make  the  county  ofiicers  elective,  in  place  of  the  present 
mH'de  of  appolniing  ihein.  That  remark  was  this,  that  heretofore^  the  ma- 
jority in  the  Stale  throuTfh  tlie  Governor,  had  the  appointment  of  every, 
coiinty  officer  in  the  Commonwealth,  and  that  hereaJfter,  if  the  aheratiou 
is'matle,  the' majority  in  each  countv  Avill  have  the  appointment  of  th^ 
coii'niy  officers  ;  aiid  that  then,  the  officers  in  the  county  will  be  appointed 
aocordiug  to  the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  whole  State.  He  supposed, 
the  Qfatter  of  fact  was.  "as  jthe  gentl^^iajji  b^td  stated  it.  and,  inuch  it.  vai  la , 
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4ie^nfnftA<rlwtr«t*iiiiii^infife,vo-«Mfif;h'40r<a^         iberrafipvMtminli 

Tlt^^'iiotrcr  radhiifeci'vviiBveifrfaeiQEn,  cthitr>tinr  tesl'tii^iiinaificptiods'witf'ibfc 
«dUr-Ae^Wne«*oiil]Frd1tepfii^tlTeMlbcaii^i  ttniMnlb  say;'<thBt'the«ptioiil^ 
■rabt  0f /ihe^e'bfficWt  Wiii'baAy.  acdordmicewfib  'thcv^viU^  of  the  nurjnrilgr 
■■A^frtone'Stiiiuhcevin/ac^dariciB  with' the lyHi^ofdw ini^orKydf  the'SMei, 
.■ndiir  t1^iB'«lber,'4ff  accordance  i^ith' the ^ivill'of  the-inijoritytof  the^ebiimj 
-4Mbul<8tiiHti'aroorilincfe:wiifa)therwtiiro  Atpreseirtf  th«w 

offideraare/appQinted^  aakMAfaaiU^iit'Qteordance'firSlLh  the^iVin  of'theriiAi^ 
jortt^'oF  the'iiin)lep8taiin''aAd'4hat  .prmoi^le(>2i9do^  to^ih'e-*aa(ffBiiffent| 
Jnv^been  ibvmd'iFioiioiia^'iirrit^'operadbnri.artd  he-toDk'itMBxactly  qi»  rit>rli 
fmamled.'- « la  -!Dol'-the'  famv'tf^rnunple/.iiK^'no  be^  ttoionr^'  <whbir  ymi 
obnoe'toTdairict'ct  in' porat-'d^-ideality?"'> Is  ii'io. 'be* changed  by  tra|ifferf]j{|[ 
jt/tO'the-  ebimtSciy  hlBCfead'0^deavin^.i^«l^dl.  the  iviiobi^^State  ^  •  irA'fctM 
dienmB'  priAciple  whidh  is'  to'opetat&upini^the  offioerti;>  fiaiiielw,  ^th^ 
jirmeipie! « hicfb is  (6*deterininie'  the people'ln  fkk elf^tidnv 'sAdtb' detehonmr 
theCBov^m6ciyfibe^  h^u  dcctedrf6ril>i9llD&  wili  bf  thsTpeopledperatnirAipeii* 
himv thit iinally  pr'dducea  the Teiiiltj  '  He* could 'nbt'seeany 'change  whir.lki 
wis  io^be  prdc&ced^'  excepting  thia^  thai  in  aomecovntiea,  wh^re'  ibf-offi^ 
eera aie  nbv^  appointed^from-one  aidein  politica,*  they  wiH ^ereafierj  ^per^ 
kaps, -be  elected -frem  the 'other  aide.  'Pt)9sibly,  this  might  be 'abme.g«iitF 
to  the  party  tb'  which  hebeVbngedy  for  it  had  ae  happened,'  that  he  had  h^Bti 
ilBOflt'ifeqiiently  in  the  miniorityvaa  regarded 'the*  whole  State,  and  in' the* 
BBJority  in  the  city,  =  where  he  resided*  Then  he  OTtght'to'be  in  faVor'oP 
this  dbctrmef  he  au'ppnsed,  if/he  looked  to  the* benefithig'hia*  party/  "Bot^ 
he^did  not  raloe  it  a -fea^heri' neither  did  he  think  it  •would  be*  vahiei^  by.^ 
tfte>Cbnventioni  Ti^ianiatter had  only  led neoff  from  the^ tiue  inquinrv' 
tnmely,  how  ypvcan  gQt-the'beBt*ofricer8,  and  wKenever'gerftiemen'madir 
that'diseoreryy  and'  were  prepared  to  act -upon  it,  he  would  go  along  with' 
them;  letthemannerof hppotntmieint  beasitmight.*"  '■   ' 

•  He  woiikJ  say  a'ltord,  prresentlyviwith  regard*  to  the  c^imrta  appointiii|ff 
these  ofHoera,  and  he  ahbnid  ^ay  it,  not  to  the  same  extent  as  the  gentle^^ 
man  from'  Allegheny,  (Mr.*  Forward,)  btrl'stiU  adopting  hisidea;  Hb' 
would;  say,  however,  that  he  conscientiously  believed,  th^at  the  theory  of ' 
the  Constitution  was  perfectk  "When  he  said  perfect,  he  irhenpt  homiin  pei^i 
fisction;  and  the  Contention' would  understand  him  to  'say,  that  it  was 'the' 
theory  of  the  Constituiion  which  was  perfect;  What  the  practixje  tiiider'it ' 
had  been.,  was  another  question.  When  -he'said  it'wasperfecv  in  theory,' 
ke-ehonld  endea\'Or  logo  to' the  root  of '  the 'mutter;"  and  the-  first  thragY 
which  struck' him;  with  regard  to  county  oflieer8,wn8y  that' they- requiied" 
tO'iifl  them,  some  peculiar  q^ualidcaUorif',  differeiu  frotn  those  which  might' 
fit  men-  for  other  offices,  *  and'  especially-  elective*  ofRces.'  'H  any  persinv' 
were  to- ask  him  if  it  ret^uired  a  man  tb  write  a'gbod  liand,  or'to'speli  Veil; " 
to  t^uaHfy  hitn  to  be  a.  member  bf  the  Legislatuie,  he  should  say  ^at  iidiioh 
not;  for  it  might  be  that  some  it^n^,  who  ooiuld  noiih'er" write- nor  spett  ' 
welK  were  at  the  sams  time,  possessed  of  a  great  deal  of  native  good  senses" 
whieh  would  eriable  ihem  to  throw  light  upon  ever)"  subject.  But'hodid'' 
not  believe  that  an  iron-master,  if  he  wanteda  clerks  would  takealiianwiio  * 
eouhl  not  read  or  write  whatever  good  sense  he  might  be  possessed' of>^' 
We  have  instances^  it  is  said,  of  Tery  eminent  men,  who ' could  not  spell: 
weUv  '"It  isBBidofthelhTKS. ovMARLBOttoreH-;  and  hatbeen said trfeeH'* 
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eral  other  men  of  ^at  eminence ;  and  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  ereiy  one 
of  08  must  remember,  that  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States*  which 
declared  Independence,  there  were  two  men  who  never  had  any  edneation 
at  all,  except  such  as  they  had  given  themselves ;  but  both  these  gentle- 
men were  men  of  powerful  minds.     He  who  made  them,  had  given  them 
intellects  aboi^  the  circumstances  in  which  they  were  originally  found ; 
and  the  intellects  of  those  men,  who  could  rise  under  such  disadvantages, 
must  be  superior  to  those  who  rise  no  higher,  with  the  advantages  of  edn- 
eation to  aid  them.     The  very  effort  which  they   make,  in  vanquishing 
those  difficulties  which  lie  in  titeir  way,  distinguishes  them,  and  shows 
them  to  be  superior  men.    But,  with  regard  to  county  officers,  you  want 
particular  qualifications ;  and  how  wei^e  they  to  be  ascertained  to  exist  ? 
He  supposed  every  man  would  admit,  that  before  you  appoint  a  roan  to 
be  Register,  or  Prothonotary,  or  to  fill  any  other  office  of  this  description, 
you  would  wish  to  be  informed  whether  he  has  those  qualifications  which 
would  enable  him  to  fill  tlie  oflUce  with  ability  ;  and  if  you  find  several, 
then  you  can  choose  among  them,  the  one  best  qualified.  Now,  he  thought, 
it  would  continue  to  be  the  case  that  the  Governors  will,  in  general,  make 
the  appointments  from  among  then  political  friends,  but  still  there  will  be 
an  inquiry  first,  as  to  the  qualifications  of  the  persons  applying  for  the  situ- 
ation.    This  being  the  case,  the  theory  of  the  Constitution  is  so  far  per- 
fect, because  it  gives  the  appointment  to  one  who  can  make  the  inquiry  as 
to  qualifications.     For  instance,  if  the  Governor  has  the  appointment  of 
these  Clerks  of  courts,  he  can  inform  himself  as  to  their  qualifications,  or 
he  may  take  one  of  those  little  lawyers,  who  will  not  make  great  politicians, 
(of  whom  we  have  heard  so  much  here,)  because  he  did  not  believe  there 
would  be  any  one  of  them  who  was  not  fit  to  perform  the  duties  of  Clerk 
of  a  court.     Now,  whether  it  was  a  fact,  that  great  lawyers  would  not 
make  great  politicians,  he  would  not  pretend  to  say.     The  original  author 
of  this  sentiment,  was  no  less  a  man  th&n  Edmund  Burke,  and  he  intiodu- 
ced  it  in  a  splendid  oration,  not  as  applying  to  politicians^  but  to  stated' 
men,  who  are  an  entirely  different  set  of  men.     He  did  not  know  that  a 
little  lawyer  would  make  a  great  politician,  in  the  sense  in  which  we  gen- 
erally understand  the  term,  nnd  he  agreed  that  a  great  lawyer   could  not 
make  a  great  politician  in  this  sense ;  and  if  he  micht  be  permited  to  state 
the  leason,  he  would  say,  that  a  great  lawyer  would  be  al)ove  it.    A  great 
lawyer  was  an  independent  man,  nnd  would  not  descend  to  any  undue  se^ 
vility — he  would  not  accommodate  himself  to  every  thing  which  might  be 
required  to  make  iiim  popular.     But,  when  Edmund  Burke  uttrred  this 
sentiment,  he  was  himself  smarting  under  the  lash  of  a  statesmanlike  law- 
yer, by  the  name  of  Law,  afterwards  Lord  Ellknborouoh,  a  gentleman 
who  had  not  only  mastered  him  in  the  Court  of  Impeachment,  but  also  got 
the  better  of  him  in  the  House  of  Commons.     Now,  to  his  mind,  you 
might  as  well  say,  that  a  great  lawyer  would  not  make  a  gieat  fiddler,  be- 
cause he  understood,  that  to  make  a  great  fiddler,  a  man  must  pracuce  al- 
most a  lift-time,  and  if  he  is  training  his  fingers  to  the  strings  all  the  time, 
he  cannot  be  training  his  head  to  the  study  of  the  law.     Lawyers,  how- 
ever, great  or  small,  have  a  general  qualification  fur  various  things,  and  es- 
pecially for  clerkships  of  courts.     Great  lawyers  did  not  want  such  occu- 
pations, but  small  ones  might,  and  he  should  have  no  objection  to  see  them 
•ppointed ;  but  there  were  other  men  perfectly  qualified  for  these  placeip 
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tnd  if  they  were  not  appointed,  the  fault  did  not  lie  in  the  Constitntion.— 
He  was  now  speaking  of  the  theory  o\  the  Constitution,  and  he  coutendrd 
it  was  perfect.  A  single  man  was  invested  with  this  power  of  appoint- 
ment  for  the  whole  Commonwealth.  He  had  every  opportunity  of  inqui« 
ry,  as  to  the  qualifications  of  the  persons  to  fill  these  offices,  and  lie  was 
not  limited  to  a  point  of  lime,  so  thnt  he  can  maice  all  necessary  exaaiina- 
lion,  and  appoint  those  best  qualified  to  fill  the  situation. 

Then   I   want   to   know   why  he  does  not  do  it.     Tiiat  qu3stiou  is 
answered,  as  it  has  been,  over  and  over  again,  anJ  for  that  answer  I  am 
not  lesponsiblc  further.     It  appears  to  he  owing  to  the  undue  infiuence  of 
party  considerations — to  the  mixture  of  the  elective  principle.     He  could 
inform  himself,  if  he  would ;  but  he  is  not  allowed  to  do  so,  because  he  must 
consult  his  popularity.     This  is  the  statement.     Will  it  be  better  in  case 
of  direct  election  ?     (3ertninly  not.     You  will  have  all  the  evils  of  election, 
in  greater  force,  and  an  additional  one  of  great  importance.  The  public  can 
inform  themselves  of  the  general  qualifications  of  a  prominent  mati.     But 
how  and  when  are  they  t  >  inquire  as  to  the  particular  qualifications  of  a 
clerk,  whether  he  is  competent  to  hold  a  county  office  ?  I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Convention  to  this  view  of  the  quasiion.     When,  Sir,  is  the 
particular  inquiry  to  be  made,   as  to  the  particular  qualifications  ?     By 
whom  is  it  to  bs  made  ?     The  gentleman  from  Susquehnnna,  (Mr.  Read), 
said  yesterd:\y  with  perfect  tiuth,  that  there  was  a  difference  between  an 
appointment  by  an  individual,  of  an  agent,  to  serve  him,  and  an  appoint- 
ment of  an  agent  to  serve  the  public.     And,  what  was  it?     Why  that  an 
individual  had  a  deep  interest  in  what  his  ngptni  did,  and  therefore  would 
look  closely  to  his  character  and  qualifications.     But,  that  the  public  had 
not  the  same  sort  of  interest  in  what  was  done  by  thoir  agent.     This,  to  a 
certain  extent,  is  true ;   and  it  is  a  practical  distinction  made  by  sound 
sense,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  see  it  applied,  and  carried  out.    It  is,  indeed, 
true.     If,  then,  thev  have  not  liiat  soit  of  interest  wliich  will  awaken  their 
attention  in  some  degree,  in  the  same  manner,  as  the  attention  of  an  indi- 
vidual is  awakened,  where  l!iey  are  very  much  interested,  how  are  you  to 
expect  it  where  ihey  are  not  interested  at  all  ?     Every  man  is  interesteil  in 
political  offices.     Our  Government,  in  relation  to  all  such  offices,  works 
by  means  of  party,  adopting  certain   general  principles,  when  tliey  are 
honest  and  pure,  which  they  endeavour  to  carry  out   by  the  election  of 
men  wlio  will  agree  with  them.     That  is  the  best  use  you  can  make  of 
party.     And  with  respect  to  political  parties,    which   act  faithfully,  and 
witli  no  undue  or  sinister  infiuence,  they  carry  their  own  principles  out 
by  means  of  elections.     But  how  is  it  in  regard  to  county  officers  i     The 
electors  of  the  Commonwealth  are  themselves  the  possessors  of  the  whole 
political  power  of  the  State.     That  1  acknowledge.     But  tlicy  are  not  the 
possessors  of  the  civil  interests  and  lights  of  the  whole  people.  Your  Con- 
stitution says,  where  the  political  power  shall  reside,  and  where  it  does 
reside;  and  so  far  as  you  have  gone,  you  have  decided  that  the  political 
power  resides  in  the  taxable  inhabitants — the  qualifications  to  vote   being 
asceitained  by  the  payment  of  a  tax,  however  small.     Now,  are  the  iaxa» 
ble  inhabitant-^,  considered  in  regarJ  to  private  or  civil  rigJ:is,  the  whole 
people  ?     The  largest  calculation  you  can  make,  is,  that  they  are  one-fifth 
of  the  population  of  the  Commonwealth  :  the  other  fcur-fifths  are  minors, 
women,  strangers  and  aliens,  who  have  no  connexion  with  the  exeicite 
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of  political  power.  Having  property,  however,  they  possess  civil  rigfats, 
and  are,  consequently  as  much  interested  in  the  preservation,  and  oorreot 
keeping  of  the  records  as  those  who  are  electors.  In  the  event,  then,  of 
your  altering  the  Constitution,  as  proposed,  you  give  the  whole  power 
over  civil  rights  and  interests,  to  but  one-fifth  portion  of  the  people,  who 
represent  only  a  part  of  these  rights.  Now,  sir,  suppose  it  to  be  generally 
true,  that  the  public  have  not  that  sort  of  interest  in  the  conduct  of  their 
agents,  still  less  is  it  so  where  the  public  to  vote  is  but  one  fifth,  and  the 
right  to  be  i  ffjctcd  is  in  the  whole.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  four-fifihs 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  officer  who  has  the  care  and  management  of 
their  property.  In  the  correct  keeping  and  preservatiou  of  the  public 
leconls,  everv  man,  woman,  and  child,  who  may  be  more  or  less  inte- 
rested  iu  property,  are  concerned.  I  have  known  an  estate  saved  by  the 
discovery  of  a  record  more  that  a  hundred  years  old,  and  the  possession 
which  continued  more  than  a  century  defended  by  it  from  a  formidable 
attack.  The  possessor  would  have  been  turned  out  but  for  the  discovery 
of  that  record.  Is  it,  then,  probable  that  in  this  state  of  things  proper 
ofiicers  can  be  obtained  by  election  ?  Again :  I  would  inquire  how  are  the 
particular  qualifications  of  an  individual  to  be  ascertained  ?  The  nomina- 
tion, if  any  there  be,  must  take  place  in  a  manner  pretty  well  settled 
throughout  Pennsylvania.  A  short  time  before  each  election  the  strife 
begins,  and  from  that  time  forth  it  is  party  against  party.  It  is  owing  to 
this  party  strife,  that  the  enquiry  is  to  be  made :  When  and  how  is  it  to  be 
done  ?  By  whom  is  it  to  be  done  ?  Is  it  not  a  notorious  fact  that  party 
men  read  party  newspapers,  and  give  credence  to  all  that  is  printed  in 
them,  while  they  pay  no  attention  to  papers  on  the  opposite  side  ?  How, 
then,  is  a  calm  inquiry  to  be  made,  in  order  to  understand  the  truth  ?  The 
theory  of  the  Constitution  upon  this  subject,  I  repeat,  is  perfect;  and  if  its 
practice  has  not  been,  it  is  because  that  theory  is  disturbed  by  the  elections. 
To  some  extent  it  must  be  so,  because  you  cannot  part  with  the  Elective 
power,  for  it  is  the  vital  principle  of  your  Government.  It  has  its  incon- 
veniences as  well  as  its  advantages,  and  the  latter  so  greatiy  preponderate, 
that  it  deserves  to  be  cherished  and  preserved.  Would  you  needlessly 
increase  this  disturbing  power  ?  Sir,  with  respect  to  the  Clerk  of  tlie  Court, 

1  am  not  satisfied  with  the  remarks  made  by  the  gentieman  from  Allegheny, 
(Mr.  Forward)  that  the  Judges  will  act  under  the  influence  of  parly  feel- 
ing, in  regard  to  the  appointment  of  the  ofiicers  of  their  Courts.  Where 
a  Judge  is  made  independent,  in  the  sense  in  which  I  understand  that 
word,  he  is  placed  in  the  best  position  in  the  world  to  be  free  from  influ- 
ence, and  to  devote  his  whole  mind  and  soul  to  the  duties  of  his  oflice. 
But,  while  I  agree  that  appointments  by  the  Courts  would  give  you  the 
very  best  oflUcers,  I  am  opposed  to  putting  too  much  power  into  the  hands 
of  the  court,  and  imposing  upon  them  the  exercise  of  any  other  authority 
than  is  contemplated  in  the  purpose  of  their  creation.  I  agree  in  the  senti- 
nents  expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  York,  (Mr.  Bonham,)  that  to  give 
the  appointment  of  oflTicers  to  the  Courts,  might  be  regarded  as  imposing  an 
invidious  duty  on  the  Judges,  and  bring  them  too  much  into  collision  with 
public  sentiment.  There  is  a  morbid  feeling  prevailing  in  regard  to  the 
appointing  power,  which  might  be  made  to  bear  directly  upon  the  Judges, 
and  upon  the  Judiciary,  if  they  hold  the  exercise  of  this  power.  And  it 
is  not  because  I  do  not  Uiink  they  would  make  good  appointments  thai  I 
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•m  nnwilliog  to  increase  the  power  of  the  Judges ;  but  it  is  because  J  tm 
mfraid  there  is  danger  at  this  time,  of  bringing  down  the  Judiciary  by  putf- 
ting  such  a  weight  upon  it,  and  therefore  I  am  opposed  to  altering  the 
present  mode  of  appointment. 

In  short,  after  bestowing  all  the  reflection  on  the  subject  I  possibly 
could — after  heing^  obliged  to  acknowledge  there  are  many  evils  in  the 
present  system,  which  we  could  desire  to  avoid — after  acknowledging  there 
would  arise  out  of  the  change  proposed  the  advantages  which  have  been 
sdggested — after  considering  all  these  things,  I  have  been  unable  to  bring 
xny  mind  to  the  conclusion,  that  we  can  adopt  any  plan  less  objectionable 
than  the  one  which  is  furnished  by  the  existing  Constitution :  And,  par- 
ticularly, for  this  reason,  sir,  that  it  is  a  power,  the  exercise  of  which  the 
Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Commonwealth  is  able  to  bear  and  to  execute. 
If  he  cannot  bear  it,  let  another  Governor  be  elected  in  his  place,  who 
can.  If  his  appointments  are  bad,  it  may  happen,  and  has  heretofore 
happened,  that  they  have  been  satisfactory  to  the  majority ;  and  his  ap* 
pointments,  whether  good  or  bad,  would  be  sustained  by  that  majority. 
Therefore,  he  is  able  to  bear  the  burden.  I  think  that  the  judiciary  would 
perform  the  duty  well,  but  it  could  yield  nothing  to  the  desire  of  the 
majority,  however  great  it  might  be,  without  swerving  from  its  duty,  with- 
out endangering  its  great  virtue  of  independence  whioh  it  should  never 
yield.  I  would  never  put  upon  a  court,  if  I  could  see  any  other  depository 
with  which  to  lodge  it,  any  extra  power,  the  exercise  of  which  might  be 
calculated  to  interfere  with  the  fair  form  of  justice— justice  according  to 
law,  and  not  according  to  the  will  of  any  man,  or  any  body  of  men.  I 
should  be  afraid  of  introducing  bad  habits  of  that  sort,  and  therefore,  I  am 
against  an  accumulation  of  such  power.  Sir,  there  seems  to  be  a  great 
majority  in  favor  of  making  the  offices  elective,  and  if  the  Constitution  is 
so  altered,  it  must  be  remembered  that  it  is  a  very  seiious  matter. 

There  are  objections  to  the  instrument  as  it  now  stands.  Those  ob- 
jections are  weighty  and  serious,  such  as  every  man  would  be  disposed 
to  remove  if  it  were  in  his  power  to  do  so,  but  he  cannot  find  any  other 
place  of  deposit  for  the  powei,  a  substitute  for  the  Constitution,  which  has 
not  equal  or  greater  objections.  Well,  sir,  if  we  come  to  that  conclusion, 
is  it  not  better  to  bear  with  existing  evils,  than  to  support  a  substitute 
which  is  not  to  be  prefered  ?  If  I  were  asked  where  the  best  appoint- 
ments could  be  made,  I  should  say  by  the  courts.  But,  if  we  come  to  the 
other  question — whether  the  attributes  of  a  Judge  should  not  be  kept  aa 
defined  and  as  single  as  possible,  I  should  say  they  ought,  and  I  would  not 
put  more  authority  in  their  hands,  because  it  might  have  the  effect  of 
producing  extreme  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  people — it  might  weaken 
the  judiciary. 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centre,  said,  he  had  thought,  that  before  this  time  the 
Convention  would  have  become  convinced  of  the  impropriety  of  leaving 
the  appointing  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor.  But,  it  seemed  that 
he  was  mistaken,  for  the  idea  was  not  abandoned  by  all.  The  President 
of  the  Convention  had  alleged,  that  the  Governor  possessed  better  means 
of  judging  and  ascertaining  the  qualifications  of  candidates  for  office  than 
the  people,  and  observed  that  the  officers  would  be  of  the  same  political 
eompltfxion  as  the  citizens  of  the  county  by  whom  they  were  elected, 
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tend,  that  the  people  of  the  respective  counties,  who  were  interested  in  tht 
proper  discharge  of  the  duties  of  those  officers,  were  much  more  able  to 
select  and  to  judge  of  their  qualifications  than  the  Governor  was.  Would 
gentlemen  say  that  the  Governor  was  not  hs  likely  to  appoint  men  of  hit 
own  politics,  as  were  the  people  .'  Undoubtedly  he  was.  In  every  point 
of  view,  then,  the  belter  course  to  adopt  was  to  give  the  election  of  the 
officers  to  the  people.  His  opinion  was,  that  the  people  were  decidedly 
in  favor  of  curtailing  the  patronage  of  the  Governor,  and  of  electing  dieir 
own  officers.  He  enteriained  not  the  least  doubt,  that  the  people  would 
make  judicious  selections  of  men,  well  qualided  in  every  respect  to  fiU 
the  offices. 

Mr.  Scott,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  the  amendment  offered  to  the 
amendment  by  his  coUengue,  (Mr.  Meredith)  undoubtedly  involTed  a 
consideration  of  the  general  chnracter  of  the  amendment  itself,  and,  there- 
fore, authorized  the  remarks  which  had  been  made  on  the  subjeet.  He 
confessed,  that  he  desired  to  explain  briefly  his  views  in  relation  to  it,  and 
aUo  on  the  amendment.  The  general  proposition,  slated  by  the  amend- 
ment, went  so  far  a3  to  give  the  people  of  the  Comraonwealih  the  right  to 
elect  what  wfrt  called  their  county  ofTicers  ;  itnd  to  it,  at  least  so  lar  at 
ailcnce  conld  be  an  interpretation  of  genilemen's  views,  he  had  given  his 
assent.  If,  after  further  argument  and  examination,  he  should  adhere  to 
that  opinion,  he  would  not,  at  this  moment,  undertake  to  say.  Thert 
were  many  consideraticns  which  had  induced  him,  by  sUence,  to  assent  to 
what  appeared  to  be  the  general  opinion  of  the  committee.  He  thonght 
that  it  must  be  admited,  that  the  theory  of  our  Government,  on  this  sub- 
ject, was  beautiful  beyond  all  dispute.  W^hat,  he  would  ask,  waa  that 
theory  ?  The  theory  was,  that  the  gentleman  elected  as  Governor,  by 
the  votes  of  the  majority  of  all  the  voters  of  tlie  Commonwealth  was  charged 
with  the  execution  of  the  Inws,  and  with  the  general  investigation  of  all 
its  concerns.  Being  an  upright  r.nd  pure  man,  he  was  presumed  to  pos- 
sess an  accurate  knowledee  of  the  wonts  of  ej.rh  part  of  the  Comnioa- 
wealth— <,f  the  character  of  tlie  population  composing  it,  and  of  the  pecu- 
liar qualifications  of  men  to  fill  the  olfjccs,  witli  a  p!Oj)er  regard  to  the 
interests  ;  nd  welfare  of  the  Commonwealth.  The  theory  goes  further, 
and  supposes  that,  guided  by  these  principles,  he  will  allow  only  the  just 
application  of  them,  and  would  appoint  no  man  to  office  who  did  not  pos- 
sess those  qualifications,  which  rendered  him  able  to  promote  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  people  in  his  own  particular  sphere.  Now,  he  (Mr.  S.) 
would  say,  that  the  theory  was,  in  itself,  an  exceedingly  beautiful  one.— - 
But,  for  the  purposes  of  this  argument,  we  were  bound  to  assume,  that 
the  practical  result  of  that  theory  had  not  comported  with  the  theory  it£elf. 
He  would  say,  that  we  were  bound  to  assume  it,  because  we  could  uot 
otherwise  comprehend  why  it  was,  that  almost  every  gentlem'tn  in  this 
committee  should  agree  in  a  desire  to  willidraw  the  appointing  pouer 
from  the  Governor.  He  accounted  for  this  f<xt  only  by  presuming,  that 
they  coneeived  this  power  to  have  been  abused.  Nothing  short  of  it  could 
have  led  gentlemen  here  to  pure^ue  the  course  they  h:id.  How  it  hud  been 
abused,  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  enquire ;  but,  we  were  bound  to 
suppose,  that  the  abuse  was  not  of  modern  date,  but  had  been  of  such 
long  continuance,  ds  to  justify  the  conviction  in  the  minds  of  the  commit- 
tee, that  the  theory  was  imperfect.    For»  he  could  not  beUeve,  thai  fMi- 
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tlf  men  around  him  would  overturn  the  existing  theorv,  if  the  abuse  had 
been  one  of  short  duration.  They  must  have  satisfied  themselves  that  it 
had  not,  on  the  \vhole,  worked  well.  Well,  if  we  admited  that  the  theory 
bad  not  worked  well,  it  would  become  essential  to  look  elsewhere  for  the 
exercise  of  that  power  which,  it  was  supposed,  hnd  been  impropeily  ex- 
ercised where  it  now  existed.  He  believed,  that  that  power  might  be 
safely  commited  to  the  hands  of  the  taxable  inhabitants  and  voters  of  the 
Commonwealth.  He  thought  them  fully  capable  of  selecting  good  and 
competent  county  officers — men  who  would  discharge  the  duties  of  their 
offices  with  satisfaction  to  the  public.  One  reason  why  the  theory  had 
sot  worked  well  in  modem  times,  perhaps  was,  that  that  which  was  good 
for  a  population  of  two  or  three  hundred  thousand,  might  not  be  equally 
good  for  a  million,  and  still  less  for  a  population  of  three  millions,  which, 
m  twenty  years,  would  probably  be  that  of  Pennsylvania.  It  was,  per- 
baps  now,  and  would  then  certainly  be,  impossible  for  a  Governor  of  this 
Commonwealth  to  be  intimately  acquainted  with  the  population  of  the 
diffdrent  counties,  so  as  to  be  able,  by  force  of  his  personal  knowledge,  to 
select  the  men  best  adapted  to  fill  the  county  offices.  His  individual  and 
personal  knowledge  conid  not  extend  beyond  the  most  eminent  men,  and 
that  eminence  would  probably  be,  merely  the  eminence  of  the  active  poli- 
tician. It  was  not  precisely  the  desire  of  the  people,  that  the  county  of- 
fices should  be  filled  by  the  most  eminent  men  in  a  county,  as  their  ser- 
vices, in  other  capacities,  might  be  of  more  value  to  the  Commonwealth. 
At  the  end  of  twenty  years,  then,  the  probability  was,  that  in  point  of 
theory  as  well  as  practice,  the  Governor  would  not  be  the  best  able  to 
select  proper  officers,  because  his  information  in  regard  to  them,  must  be 
derived  chiefly  from  others,  partizans  and  partial  friends.  He  had  ob- 
served, and  he  presumed  thnt  every  member  of  the  Convention  had,  that 
a  nucleus  in  each  county,  of  party  organixation,  was  to  be  found— of  men 
who  were  looking  for  couniy  offices.  There,  then,  originated  the  party 
men,  who  pave  to  the  people  of  the  county  a  parly  direction — a  party  ma- 
noeuvre. These  men  looked  to  a  central  direction,  and  from  that  dircclion 
they  received  a  governing  indication  of  conduct.  And,  once  indicated 
from  a  central  point,  they  aimed  at  some  particular  object.  We  could  not 
legislate  for  Pennsylvania,  without  regarding  her  as  a  sister  of  a  gieat 
confederacy;  and,  that  which  we  regarded  here  as  a  central  point,  may, 
in  point  of  fact,  be  one  subordinate  to  a  more  remote  and  powerful  cen- 
tral point.  Now,  (said  Mr.  S.)  suppose  that  a  powerful,  influential,  and 
ambitious  chief  sits  in  the  Presidential  chair,  who  is  willing  to  wield  the 
immense  patronage  of  the  General  Government  to  oppress  the  people,  and 
to  strengthen  and  perpetuate  his  power,  and  the  State  Executive  should 
favor  his  views — then  the  people  would  have  but  little  chance  in  resisting 
the  encroachments  of  a  federal  Executive,  supported  by  the  patronage  of 
both  Govemmenis.  Wh;>t  more  powerful  combination  could  be  formed, 
not  only  to  keep  ambitious  men  in  power,  but  to  mould  and  shape  the  or- 
ganization of  party  public  opinion  upon  measures?  This  gnat  central 
power,  stretching  to  the  remotest  corners  of  the  Stales,  and  reaching  the 
extremities  of  the  Union,  would  control  every  local  election,  and  destroy 
the  independence  of  the  people.  There,  was  once  a  time,  when  a  party 
existed  in  this  country,  who  thought  that  danger  was  to  be  apprehended 
of  It  dUunion  of  the  States,  from  the  feajr  of  tbcir  separate  interests  beinff 


010        PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

ttronger  than  that  of  their  ^neral  intereeta.  But  that  day  ha«  gone  by.— 
The  only  danger  now  feared  is,  of  the  consolidation  of  all  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive  of  the  Union.  And,  if  ever  the  day  cornea,  when 
the  liberties  of  this  country  will  be  destroyed,  it  will  be  in  consequence  of 
the  use  of  this  concentrated  power  in  the  hands  of  a  powerful,  artful,  and 
unprincipled  chief,  to  oppress  the  people,  prostrate  their  interests,  and 
triumph  over  the  Constitution. 

By  giving  the  election  of  these  county  officers  to  the  people,  this  central 
and  powerful  party  organization,  extending  from  the  national  head  to  the 
extremities  of  the  counties,  will  be  destroyed.  It  ^irill  carry  the  minority 
principle  into  its  proper  sphere  of  action,  by  the  election  of  officers  of  tlw 
opposition  in  the  minority  counties.  It  will  cut  off  that  dependence  which 
those  of  the  majority  feel  to  the  Executive — and  thus  a  concentrated,  de- 
pendent, and  dangerous  party  combination  will  be  destroyed.  The  Le- 
gislature are  so  elected,  that  the  minority  are  represented  to  watch  and  . 
counteract  the  excesses  of  the  majority.  It  preserves  to  the  minority  iti 
rights,  and  secures  the  people  against  acts  of  party  violence. 

Mr.  S.  remarked,  that  it  was  on  this  ground  that  he  felt  disposed  to  go 
for  an  election  of  these  officers,  by  the  people.  It  had  been  said,  on  ihii 
floor,  that  being  elected  by  the  people,  a  man  who  should  bo  injured  by 
these  county  officers,  would  have  some  difficulty  in  obtaining  redress. — 
He  apprehended  no  such  difficulty.  The  only  appropriate  place  to  which 
a  citizen  could  look  for  a  remedy,  in  office,  or  out  of  office,  was  not  to  the 
Executive,  but  to  the  Judiciary.  Keep  the  fountain  of  justice  pure— pre- 
serve the  Judiciary  in  a  state  of  independence-— preserve  it  from  cormp- 
tion  or  from  party  chicanery,  and  then  a  man  would  always  have  a  place 
to  which  he  could  resort,  with  a.  certainty  of  being  protected.  It  had  been 
urged  in  favor  of  Executive  appointment,  that  when  injury  or  wrong  was 
inflicted  by  the  officer,  redress  would  flow  from  the  Executive.  He  dis- 
liked this  idea  of  application  for  relief  to  the  Executive.  The  freeman 
should  never  go  there  for  redress.  Lei  him  look  to  the  Judiciary  for  hit 
remedies — to  the  aid  of  a  jury  of  his  countrymen — if  necessary,  to  the 
halls  of  legislation— but  to  the  Executive  authority,  never.  We  had  seen, 
within  these  last  few  years,  some  memorable  instances  of  application  for 
relief,  hy  American  citizens  to  American  Chief  Magistrates,  which  had 
brought  the  blush  of  shame  on  the  cheek  of  freemen.  He  would  not  have 
appeals  made  to  the  Executive  officer.  He  would  have  the  freemen  of 
this  country,  in  order  to  obtain  redress  against  the  exercise  of  arbitrary 
power,  go  to  the  ballot  box.  That  was  the  freeman's  renredy.  And,  when 
that  failed,  he  might  despair  of  his  country.  The  general  principles  of  tlie 
remarks  which  he  had  made,  related,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the  amendment 
of  his  colleague,  (Mr.  Merbdith.)  With  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Prothonotaries  hy  the  courts,  it  was,  perhaps,  a  little  too  soon  fairly  to 
test  that  principle.  He  should  hold  himself  in  reserve  for  it,  until  he  had 
ascertained  what  was  to  be  done  with  the  Judiciary.  He  thought,  that  the 
propriety  of  the  amendment  would  depend  much  upon  the  tenure  of  the 
judges.  If  their  tenure  is  to  be  altered,  and  they  are  to  hold  their  offices 
for  a  term  of  years,  eligible  to  re«-appointment,  then  the  appointment  of 
these  officers,  by  the  couit,  would  be  unwise.  The  judges  would  be  coo* 
tinually  looking  to  the  Executive  for  a  ie«>appointment  \  and,  nerhapf.  as 
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Mires  to  the  nomination  of  clerks  from  the  ruling  political  parties*  and 
from  mere  political  motives.  The  appointment  to  the  clerkship  of  the 
court  might  settle  the  question  of  the  re-appointment  of  the  Judge.  A 
Judge  should  be  above  all  such  influences.  The  temple  of  justice  should 
be  his  place  of  residence ;  the  atmosphere  of  justice,  the  only  air  which 
he  breathes ;  the  interests  of  justice,  the  only  interests  which  should 
occupy  his  mind.  The  ermine  of  justice  is  polluted  by  contact  with  poli- 
tics. If,  however,  the  tenure  of  the  judicial  office  shall  be  retained  in  its 
present  condition,  then  the  proposed  amendment  may  be  wise.  He  hoped 
bis  colleague  would  not  insist  upon  the  vote,  until  that  point  shall  be 
settled. 

Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union,  expressed  his  doubts,  as  to  whether  it  would 
be  safe  and  salutary,  for  the  courts  to  be  vested  with  these  appointments, 
because  they  might  have  a  tendency  to  bring  them  into  disrepute  among 
the  people,  and  diminish  that  respect  which  was  now  entertained  by  the 
community,  generally,  for  the  Judiciary.  If  this  should  be  the  case,  the 
appointing  power,  in  the  hands  of  the  courts,  would  be  a  public  misfor- 
tune. He  thought  that  the  gentleman,  under  existing  circumstances,  had 
better  withdraw  his  amendment,  for  the  present.  He  would  say  a  word 
or  two,  in  reference  to  the  argument  of  the  President  of  the  Convention, 
who  had  said  that  the  theory  of  our  Constitution  was  perfect,  and  that 
the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  represented  the  whole  people.  He 
(Mr.  M.)  thought  that  it  was  only  necessary  that  he  should  state  that  the 
Executive  might  be  the  proper  agent  of  the  State,  as  a  whole^as  one 
consolidated  and  grand  community^but  the  State  was  divided  into  sepa- 
rate and  distinct  communities,  each  county  having  separate  and  local  inte« 
rests.  The  sphere  of  the  county  offices,  then,  did  not  stand  beyond  the 
county  limits.  There  was  the  mistake.  The  Commonwealth,  so  far  as 
the  county  officers  were  concerned,  was  not  one  grand  community,  but 
divided  into  distinct  and  separate  ones,  and  as  much  so  as  the  several 
States  of  the  Union.  As  there  was  danger  of  consolidating  the  powers 
of  the  General  Government  into  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  so  there  was 
danger  of  merging  the  distinct,  separate,  and  local  interests  of  the  several 
counties  into  a  central  power,  that  would  disregard  the  rights  and  wants 
of  the  people. 

Mr.  CuRLL,  of  Armstrong,  said  that  he  thought  every  gentleman  pre* 
sent  must  be  satisfied  there  was  a  decided  majority  of  the  committee  op- 
posed to  the  amendment  which  had  been  so  strongly  and  urgently  pressed 
upon  them.  It  was  perfectly  evident  that  a  majority  of  the  committee 
were,  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  people,  determined  to  cut 
down  the  patronage  of  the  Governor,  and  vest  in  the  people  the  election 
of  a  number  of  their  officers,  who  were  now  appointed  by  the  Executive. 
A  great  many  useless  speeches  had  been  made,  and  which  were  entirely 
foreign  to  the  subject  under  consideration,  and  the  object  for  which  they 
were  delivered,  was,  in  his  opinion,  to  exhaust  the  patience  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  to  occasion  delay.  He  trusted  that  there  would  be  less  talk- 
ing, and  more  action  on  this  subject.  The  gentleman  from  Philadelphia 
(Mr,  Scott)  expressed  his  hope  that  the  vote  would  not  now  be  taken  on 
the  question,  until  the  Judiciary  article  shall  have  been  acted  upon.   That 

Jrentleman,  only  the  other  day,  voted  against  taking  up  that  article,  and  in 
avor  of  passing  over  it.    Why  did  not  the  gentleman  meet  the  question 
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fairly  T  Why  arc  these  attempts  to  procrastinate,  and  put  off  the  qoef • 
tion  ?  He  was  certain  that  the  friends  of  reform  must  see  what  was  die 
object  of  their  opponents.  But  gentlemen,  on  the  other  side,  could  not 
suppose  that  we  were,  at  this  late  day,  going  to  surrender.  The  question 
must  come  at  last.  And  the  appointment  of  officers  would  no  longer  be 
continued  in  the  Governor ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  useless  to  talk  about 
that. 

Why  not,  then,  let  us  come  up  to  the  work,  which  gentlemen  were 
sent  here  to  perform  ?  Those  gentlemen  who  now  talked  of  party  in- 
trigue, consid«'red  some  years  ago,  when  the  people  wanted  to  alter  the 
Constitution,  that  the  people  were  their  own  worst  enemie/t,  and  that  they 
were  incapable  of  selecting  their  own  officers.  They  wished  to  continue 
the  power  of  appointment  in  the  Governor.  That  doctrine,  however, 
was  now,  in  a  great  measure,  exploded  ;  and  it  was  admited  that  the  peo- 
ple are  fully  capable  of  governing  themselves.  Who  were  they  who  now 
got  the  county  offices  ?  Wore  they  not  those,  who  were  most  active  in  endea- 
voring to  elect  their  candidate  to  the  office  of  Governor  ?  Did  men,  opposed 
to  him  in  politics,  obtain  the  offices  ?  Assuredly  not.  There  were  men  in 
his  (Mr.  Citrll's)  county,  whom  he  knew  to  be  perfectly  well  qualified 
to  fill  the  office  ol  Prothonotary,  but  who  could  not  obtain  the  office,  on 
account  of  their  politics.  He  trusted  that  the  committee  would,  by  a 
large  majority,  determine  that  the  power  of  selecting  the  officers,  should 
be  left  to  the  people.  And,  should  they  elect  incompetent  men,  thev 
would  have  to  abide  by  the  consequences.  The  people,  he  contended, 
required  no  guardian,  being  fully  able  of  taking  care  of  themselves.  He 
would,  then,  call  upon  the  reformers  to  sit  here,  without  meat  or  drink, 
until  the  question  should  be  decided,  for  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
time  unnecessarily  wasted. 

Mr.  MEREDrrH  remarked  that  he  had  nothing  to  say,  as  to  the  procras- 
tination of  the  business  of  this  body  ;  and  he  would  not  take  any  remarks 
which  had  been  made  on  that  subject,  to  himself.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to 
oflTer  this  proposition,  to  place  it  on  record,  and  to  support  it  with  some  ex- 
planations, which  he  had  not  done  at  any  great  length.  He  was  now  en- 
titled to  an  opportunity  of  replying  to  the  objections  which  had  been 
ma'le  to  it,  and  he  should  do  so  very  briefly.  He  did  not  suppose  that  it 
would  be  considcrpd  as  an  assault  to  address  the  committee  ;  nor  did  he 
suppose  that  their  opinion  was  so  fixed,  that  no  facts  nor  arguments  could 
shake  it.  for  that  would  be  to  ascribe  to  them  more  obstinacy  than  reason. 
He  also  considered  that  he  had  a  right  to  speak  to  the  people  beyond  these 
walls,  in  order  that  what  he  said,  if  it  had  no  efifect  here,  might  have  an 
influence  upon  the  ballot  boxes.  He  denied  the  right  of  any  man  to  at- 
tempt to  stigmatize  him  as  being  afraid  to  trust  the  people.  What  was 
this  trust  in  the  people,  which  was  thrown  in  his  teeth  ?  Was  it  trusting 
in  republican  principles  and  Government  ?  or  was  it  an  attempt  to  thrust  va- 
rious and  multiplied  elections  on  the  people,  until  the  mass  of  the  people 
shall  retire  from  them  in  weariness  and  disgust,  and  leave  to  those  who 
are  not  the  people — the  demagogues,  the  whole  control  of  the  elections  ? 
He  had  no  feelings  of  sympatliy  with  those  who  spoke  of  the  people  as 
a  distinct  and  separate  body.  He  had  one  sentiment  in  feeling;,  in  com* 
mon,  with  those  who  assumed  to  speak  for  the  people,  and  of  the  peopie, 
as  a  class  distinct  from  themselves.    He  was  one  of  the  people,  and  fdt 
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tB  they  did,  and  acted  as  they  did.  He  was  a  freeman  in  opinion,  and 
feeling,  and  action  ;  and  must  he  give  up  all  that  constitutes  a  freeman,  in 
order  to  qualify  himself  to  move  the  people  ?  There  were  some  here  who 
assumed  that  they  only  were  fit  to  move  the  people.  But  he  rejoired  ia 
the  belief  thai  Sparta  had  many  sons  worthier  to  move  her,  than  himself. 
As  long  as  his  constituents  approved  of  an  indepen(ient  course  lierr, 
on  his  part,  giving  him  the  samu  freedom  of  opini;  n,  which  they  exerci- 
sed themselves,  so  long  would  he  be  proud  to  represent  them  ;  but  God 
r.rbid  that  he  should  l3e  bound  to  do  so  for  one  moment  longer.  When 
he  abandoned  his  own  opinions,  and  yielded  his  independence — when  he 
adopted  the  democratic  policy,  of  going  on  the  strongest  side,  then  he 
would  be  unfit  to  represent  those,  who,  like  himself,  were  freemen.  He 
who  became  a  slave,  was  a  fit  instrument  for  enslaving  others, — for  he 
would  but  deem  those  as  slaves  who  surrendered  their  own  opinions.-— 
He  regreied  thai  he  saw  omens  of  his  being  in  a  small  min*  rity  on  this 
proposition  ;  but,  if  he  would  find  enough  tu  second  him  in  calling  for  the 
yeas  and  nays  upon  it,  he  would  put  his  name  on  the  record,  in  its  sup- 
port. He  would  not  consent  to  withdraw  the  proposition.  If  he  did  not 
ofier  it  here,  he  would  have  no  opportunity  to  ufier  ii  at  all.  This  was 
not  the  first  time  he  had  ever  been  in  a  minority. 

He  proposed,  that  the  eleciinn  of  Clerks  should  be  made  by  the  Judges, 
and  that  mode  of  appointing  them  he  greatly  prefered  to  their  appointment 
by  the^Govemor,  or  the  people.  In  this  respect,  he  had  the  misfoitune  to 
differ  from  both  of  his  colleagues,  who  had  expressed  their  views  on  the 
subject.  One  of  them  (Mr.  S£R0£ANr)  was  in  favor  of  continuing  the 
appointment  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor,  while  the  other,  (Mr.  Scott) 
was  favorable  to  their  election  by  the  people.  One  was  afraid  that  it  would 
breakdown^ the  courts,  to  butthen  them  with  these  appointments,  and  he 
agreed  that  if  they  were  political  appointments,  it  would  be  dangerous  to  the 
courts  themselves,  to  intrust  them  with  this  power.  But  they  were  not  to 
be  so  considered.  In  England,  the  Judges  were  considered  as  responsible 
for  the  records,  and  how  could  this  responsibility  be  confeied,  if  they  had 
not  the  appointment  of  the  inferior  officers,  who  kept  the  records.  They 
may  select  their  friends,  perhaps  their  political  friends,  but  they  receive 
no  political  influence  by  it,  because  it  is  not  a  political  office.  In  the'  Pro- 
thonotary's  office,  and  also  the  Registers',  Recorders',  Coroners'  and  coun- 
ty Commissioners'  offices,  there  are  Clerks  with  large  salaries,  yet  no  one 
ever  accused  the  heads  of  these  offices,  of  making  these  appointment^,  for 
political  eflect.  No  complaint  whatever,  has  ever  been  made  of  any  evil 
resulting  from  the  appointment  of  the  Clerks  by  the  chief  of  the  office,— 
The  Clerkships  of  the  court,  he  was  confident,  would  cease  to  be  regarded 
as  political  offices,  after  the  appointment  was  given  to  the  Judges.  What- 
ever might  be  the  case  in  appointments  by  the  Governor,  or  by  the  people, 
the  appointments  made  by  the  Judiciary  would  not  form  a  nucleus  for  par- 
ty organization.  Who  would  complain  of  such  appointments?  \Vho 
calls  to  account  the  United  Stales  Courts,  for  appoiniing  their  Clerks  ?-* 
No  complaint  had  been  made  of  their  want  of  c  )nipetency,  and  long  ex- 
perience had  shown,  thai  it  was  the  best  mode  of  appointment  thai  could 
be  devised.  This  was  no  new  measure.  Under  the  original  charier  of 
Pennsylvania,  the  courts  appointed  their  own  Clerks,  a  great  mistake  was 
afterwards  made,  in  considering  ihem  as  political,  and  not  civil  officers,  and 
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iheir  appointment  was  taken  from  the  courts.    We  destroyed  the  iymttit- 
try  of  our  institutions,  by  thrusting  in  between  the  courts  and  their  recerdst 
offieers  of  politiral  appointment.     The  question  here,  was  between  the 
principle  of  electing  them  by  the  people,  and  of  appointing  them  by  the 
courts.     Those  who  prefered  that  the  Governor  should  continue  to  make 
the  appointments,  would  be  called  to  decide  between  giving  them  to  the 
courts  and  to  the  people.     His  friend  and  colleague,  (Mr.  Scott)  had  ta- 
kers occasion  to  explain  tlie  operation  of  Executive  patronage,  and  had 
said,  that  it  drew  every  tiling  to  one  great  central  point,  and  gave  the  Go- 
vernor a  great  influence  in  the  politics  of  the  State.     He  would  entirely 
agrree  with  him.     He  would  ask  liim  to  look  back  with  himself,  and  see 
whether  Executive  patronage  ever  prevailed  against  public  opinion  in  the 
State,     lie  had  looked  in  vain  for  an  instance  of  a  Chief  Magistrate  being 
able  to  sustain  hiinself  in  power,  by  his  patronage.  This  pationage,  some- 
times had  the  effect  to  lessen  his  popularity.     When  Governor  M*Kk4N 
was  elected,  he  came  into  power  by  the  vote  of  his  party ;  but,  instead  of 
intrenching  himself  in  power,  he  could  not  retain  the  confidence  of  his 
own  party,  but  was  re*elected  by  his  former  opponents,  against  the  influ- 
ence  of  the  office  holders.      Governor  Snyder,   succeeded  Governor 
M^^RAN,  with  the  opposition  of  Governor  M*Kean  and  his  administra- 
tion, and  all  the  central  influence  of  which  his  colleague  had  spoken.^- 
He  was  elected  for  the  third  term  ;  but  will  any  one  say,  that  he  was 
re-elected  in  consequence  of  his  patronage?     He  was  re-elected,  because 
the  majority  of  the  people  believed  him  to  bo  in  favor  of  the  principles 
which  they  had  espoused,  and  would  to  God,  he  said,  they  had  never  held 
any  worse  principles.     Governor  Findlay,  was  next  elected,  by  the  pow- 
erful party  that  sustained  Gov.  Snyder.      He  was  true  to  that  party.     He 
filled  the  county  offices  with  his  partizans,  and  with  all  his  patronage,  was 
defeated  on  the  first  trial  for  a  re-election.     He  was  rejected  by  the  people 
beacuse,  in  the  exercise  of  his  power,  he  trampled  on  his  adversaries,  and 
wounded  the  generous  feelings  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania.     Governor 
HiKSTER  succeeded  him,  and  held  the  office  but  for  one  term.     He  was 
elected  on  the  ground  which  had  been  stated  in  opposition  toMr.  Finolat, 
and  came  into  power  with  a  party,  which  had  long  been  in  the  opposition. 
They  opposed  many  salutary  measures,  and  did,  what  other  parties  often 
do— overshot  the  maik — and  he  was  rejected  by  the  people.     He  declined 
a  re-election,  but  all  his  central  influence  was  exerted  in  favor  of  Mr. 
Gregg,  but  witliout  effect.     But  Governor  Shulze,  succeeded  by  a  large 
majority  :  he  was  re-elected  for  a  second  term  without  much  opposition ; 
but  with  all  his  patronage,  he  could  not  control  his  own  party*  and  lost 
his  nomination  for  a  third  term.     The  same  thing  happened  to  Governor 
Wolf,  who  was  so  far  rejected  by  his  own  party,  that  he  could  not  rally 
his  party  vote,  with  all  his  patronage  at  his  command.     The  present  Go- 
vernor, came  into  power  with  the  influence  of  both  the  general  and  State 
administrations  against  him  ;  and  if  he  is  re-elected,  it  will  not  be  owing  to 
the  eentral  power  at  Harrisburg,  nor  the  patronage  of  his  ofiice ;  but  it  will 
be  in  consequence  of  sustaining  the  interests  of  the  Commonwealth,  regard- 
less of  popular  prejudices.     The  fear,  then,  of  his  central  power,  does  not 
seem  to  be  borne  out  by  the  experience  of  the  Commonwealth. 

He  believed  that  all  this  idea  of  Executive  influence  was'unproToked« 
This  patronage  and  centralization*  were  not  so  dangeroos  as  had  been  wf^ 
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prehanded,  but  if  it  were  so,  the  course  which  was  proposed  here  was 
calcQleted  to  increase  it.  While  we  were  surrendering  some  five  penny  bit 
offices  to  the  people,  what  were  we  doing  with  the  vast  army  of  officers 
eonnected  with  internal  improvements.  They  are  Irft  to  the  Governor  and 
Senate,  or  to  be  disposed  of  according  to  the  determination  of  the  Legis- 
lature. He  believed  that  the  Legislature  would  determine  to  elect  them 
themselves  in  all  future  time,  and  then  there  ^would  be  a  central  power 
indeed,  which  might  be  dreaded.  All  would  be  elected  in  caucus,  and  the 
public  offices  would  be  disposed  of  by  an  irresponsible  cabal.  Look  into 
the  State  of  New  \ork,  and  you  will  see  that  the  Albany  regency  governs 
the  State  by  this  machinery.  The  Legislature  elect  these  officers,  and 
that  Legislature  is  controlled  by  a  central  power,  which  is  unknown  in 
Pennsylvania.  Go  through  that  Commonwealth,  and  you  will  find  no 
oasis — ^no  green  spots  in  the  desert  of  politics — where  volunteer  candidates 
ai 3  elected,  and  where  the  minority  floiirishes  in  opposition  to  central 
domination.  In  this  State  there  were  always  some  counties,  where,  afler 
you  have  drawn  the  party  line  ju?t  ss  strictly  as  you  will,  men  will  still 
he  chosen  merely  to  represent  ihe  people,  without  reference  to  the  interest 
of  parties ; — men  who  will  not  sacrifice  any  thing  to  parly,  and  who, 
feeling  their  powerful  influence  at  home,  care  nothing  for  the  party  lines. 
But,  if  all  officers  should  ultimately  be  elected  by  the  Legislature,  as  he 
believed  they  would  be  under  this  system,  it  would  then  become  a  great 
object,  in  every  county,  to  elect  a  stiict  party  man  to  the  Legislature,  in 
ord2r  to  control  the  appointments.  All  the  elections  will  be  made  with  a 
view  to  the  distribution  of  these  offices.  If  we  wanted  to  have  centraliza^ 
lion  and  strict  party  elections,  we  should  get  them  in  this  way.  For  these 
reasons  he  could  not  agree  with  his  friend  and  colleague  in  his  views  of 
this  subject.  These  clerkships  were  not  to  be  considered  as  political 
offices ;  and  he  would  as  soon  think  of  giving  the  election  of  clerks  in 
the  Auditor  GeneraFs  office  to  the  people,  as  of  clerks  of  the  courts. 

Mr.  Scott  did  not  wish,  he  said,  to  be  understood,  in  his  remarks  on 
this  subject,  as  disagreeing  with  his  colleague  in  reference  to  the  extent  to 
which  it  was  proper  to  reduce  the  patronage  of  the  Governor.  When  wt 
struck  off  his  whole  appointing  power  by  one  blow,  leaving  him  no  ap- 
pointment but  that  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  he  strongly 
expressed  his  dissent  from  that  course.  His  views  on  that  subject  were  not 
changed.  But  his  last  remarks  were  limited  to  the  county  officers,  the 
question  as  to  whose  appointments  stood  on  an  entirely  different  footing 
from  that  in  relation  to  the  higher  offices.  He  had  observed  in  these  coun- 
ty officers  the  seeds  of  a  disease  rapidly  developing,  which  would,  if 
•uffered  to  come  to  maturity,  go  to  destroy  the  vital  principles  of  our 
Constitution.  He  wish'i'd  to  apply  the  remedy  to  the  disease,  and  that 
was  seated  in  the  political  management  of  these  county  officers.  If,  how- 
ever, we  should  find  the  same  disorder  growing  from  the  appointment  of 
other  officers,  we  should  apply  the  same  remedy  to  them.  His  colleague 
(Mr.  Meredith)  thought  that  there  is  no  danger  of  creating  a  central 
power  by  making  the  county  officers  dependent  upon  the  Executive.  To 
prove  that  he  is  right,  he  has  quoted  instances  of  the  elections  of  Gover- 
noit  in  opposition  to  the  patronage.  What  do  these  instances  prove  ?-— 
They  prove  nothing  more  than  that  the  people  rese  superior  to  the  obata^ 
pl««  placed  ill  (beir  wa/,  and,  in  defiance  pf  part^  driUi  brol^a  trough  (bf 
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barriers  of  patronage.  But  it  should  be  recollected  that  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive  never  grows  weaker.  The  avenues  to  cormption 
and  venality  grow  hroader  ancl  deeper;  and  although  the  people  have,  in 
the  early  days  of  the  Commonweal ih,  been  able  to  overcome  patronage 
and  party ;  yet,  in  after  times,  when  there  is  less  public  virtue,  and  the 
patronage  may  be  stronger,  they  may  not  be  able  to  do  it.  Who  are  now 
the  party  orators  ?  Who  distribute  party  papers  ?  These  county  officers. 
Take  away  this  dependence  upon  party,  and  these  officers  will  not  be  re- 
quired to  enter  the  arena  of  politics  as  the  price  of  their  offices. " 

The  question  being   then   taken  on   the  amendment  offered   by  Mr. 
Meredith,   it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas,  15;   nays, 
follows  : 


Ykas — Messrs.  Baldwin.  Chauncfv,  Co?hran,  Crum,  Dillinger.   Dtinlop,  Hnpkm 
M'Ciill,  M'ShcTv,  Mercd.th,  Porier.'of  Northdmi)t)n,  Rayer,  Serrill,  Snivety,  Wtid- 
man — 15. 

Nats — Messrs.  A *new,  Avres,  Bank«,  Barrlay,  BamdoU  ir,  Bamitz,  Bayne,  Bdl, 
BigcUw,  Brown,  (,f  NortliJimpton,  Brown,  of  Philadf  Iphia,  Butler,  Carey.  Cliambefs» 
Chandler,  of  Chester,  Cl.nke,  of  Beaver,  Clirk,  of  Dauphin,  Cl»irke,  of  Indi  ino,  Clci- 
▼inger,  Craig,  Crain,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darlirnzton,  Dnrrah,  De-ny,  Dickey,  Dickersoo, 
Doniirll,  D>ran,  Eaile,  FHrrelly,  Flcmin:{.  f^orwanl.  Foulkrod,  Fry.  Fuller.  Gamble, 
Gi'arhurt,  Gilmore,  Grrnell,  Ha«tiiii5s  Hayhurst,  Helfenstein,  Henderson,  of  Allt^beny, 
Heister,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenk.s  Keim,  Kcnn  'dy,  Kerr.  Konig:  nacher,  Krebi,  Marlay,  Ma- 
gee.  Mann,  Martin,  M'Do>v(>ll,  Merkel,  Miller,  Mnnt^omery,  Myers,  Nevin,  0Ter6dd, 
Pollock,  Purviance,  Read,  Riter,  Ritt»>r,  Rog  rs,  Ru^isell.  Sae^r,  Scott,  Sellers,  Selixer, 
8  -heetz,  iShellito.  Sill,  Smith,  Smyth.  Sterigere,  Stf>vens,  Stickel,  Swetland  Taggart, 
Thomas,  Tixid,  Woodward,  Youni?.  Sv»rgeant,  President — 92.  ^ 

Mr.  DuNLOp  offered  the  following  amen  !ment:  strike  from  the  first  line 
the  word  **  except",  and  from  the  second  and  third  lines  the  words,  **  who 
•hall  be  appointed  by  the  court  for  the  term  of  three  years,  if  they  so 
lone  behave  themselves  well". 

He  offered  this  amendment,  he  said,  in  pursuance  of  views  which  ha 
txprcised  to  the  committee  some  time  ago. 
The  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  KoxioMAciiER  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  striking  oat 
thersfrom  the  words  following:  **  of  the  Supreme  court  who  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  court  for  the  term  of  three  years,  if  they  so  long  behave 
themselves  well" 

Mr.  DtJXLOP  would  just  remark,  he  said,  that  these  words  ought  to  be 
stricken  out,  and  put  in  a  separate  section.  As  they  stood,  the  sentence 
was  inconsistent  and  ungrammatical. 

Mr.  Stkrigere  said,  some  alteration  was  necessar}'  in  the  phraseology 
of  the  section. 
The  motion  of  Mr.  Komomaciier  was  negatived  without  a  division. 
The(piestion  recurinir  on  the  amendment  of  Mr,  Sterigere,  as  amended. 
Mr.  Carle  said,  he  should  vote  anr:iinst  it,  because  it  left  some  appoint- 
ments to  the  courts,  and  enabled  tlie  Judges  to  bring  into  office  their  own 
reUtives. 
Mr.  Purviance  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  wore  required. 
The  question  being  taken,  the  amendment  was  agreed  to— yeas,  105; 
nays,  1 — as  follows; 

Yxift — MeMrs.  Agncvr,  Ayrca.  Baldwin,  Banks.  Birday,  BirnJol'ar,  Barniiz.  Biyne, 
Bell,  Bii^elow.  Bonham. Brown  of  Northimpun,  BrjWQ  of  PiidaJelphia,  Butler.  Carey, 
Qbambon,  Chandler,   of  Cheater,  Chauiicey.    Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clirk,  of  Dsnpbin 


PENNSTLVANU  CONVENTION,  1837.  BIT 

Ckriw^  Iad«ii»,  ClBiTin^r,  CoEbran,  Cmig.  Cr«in.  Craic,  Commin,  UBrll.Dirtini. 
toi,Oimb,  Djouj. Dickey,  DickerMo.  Dimng«r,  Uoniwll.  Dormo,  D onion,  FirreUr 
ri»^Ding.  ForwuJ.  Fualkrjd,  Try,  Follfr,  G4mt.la,  Gfwliirt,  Oilinon.  OnnaO,  Ha^linn 
H.jhurst,  Hjlfportcin.  Hendtnon,  of  Alleahenv,  Hiort-r.  HopkinMn,  Udu  ,t,  Hyda" 
Jfnti,  Kuiin,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Konlgmicher,  Kre!n,  MjoI«t,  Mi^e,  Minn  Mirtin' 
MU11,M'D,weil,  UrSherry,  MareJitli,  M.mll,  Merkel,  Miller,  M  .ntonmirr.  M«r»! 
NB,.n,  0.erEelJ.  Poll.ck,  PoHer.  of  Northampton,  Piirri.ncB,B^d,  RiwrTRiU^,  H  ier^ 
Koyn,  RuMelLS-ie^ef,  S  -oil.  Sellers.  Sarrill.  Scliwrti,  SliBlJilo,  Sill,  a.nitb,  Smjlh,  SniTt- 
l£.  Wnnisre,  Sleirgn^  Stickel,  BweUuid,  Tajgrnrt,  Thomu,  TodJ,  Woodwini,  Youna. 
8er(™nt,  PrtuiUal—lOb.  ^~ 

Nil— Mr.  Eir(*_l, 

Mr.  Earlb,  of  Plu]a:lelphia,  moved  lo  tmend  the  amendment  ai  atlnpl- 
ed.  by  addijig  to  ihe  end  therenr,  the  rollowing,  via :  '•  Provided,  That 
no  peraoD  iHaled  witliin  the  fourth  degree,  by  blood  or  marriaB[e,  to  any 
Jud^e  of  any  court,  shall  be  appsinted  by  such  court  to  any  office  or  inut 
to  which  any  compensation  shall  be  attached,"  He  said,  the  appointment 
of  rehlives  lii  office,  wm  caliiulaled  to  proiluce  very  pernicious  elTecis  in 
a  republican  Government.  Unless  some  reBtricliont  shall  bs  imposed,  the 
evil  will  become  as  prevalent  here  as  it  is  in  Europe.  It  was  not  merely 
with  that  view,  that  he  moved  the  amend  nent,  but  because  it  led  lo  the 
ippointmcnt  of  public  officers  who  were  not  competent. 

The  question  beinif  taken,  the  amendment  was  decided  in  the  ne^live. 
Mr.  Strvbms,  of  Adams,  moved  lo  amend  the  amendment,  by  addini^  to 
the  end  thereof,  the  words  following,  viz :  "  Inspectors  of  flour,  and  all 
other  Inspectors  within  this  Commonwealth,  who  are  now  appointed  by 
the  t3o?ernor,  except  Brigade  Inspectors,  and  all  Deputy  Surveyors,  and 
Deputy  Alt  irney  Generals,  Lizaretio  Physicians.  Health  Officers,  War- 
dens of  ports,  and  Notaries  Public,  shall  be  elected  by  the  ciiiiens  of  the 
respective  cities  or  rouolies  within  which  they  are  lo  keep,  and  exercisa 
the  duties  of  their  offices." 

Mr,  DicKEir  would  suggest  lo  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Sn- 
T«ss,)  that  his  amendment  would  come  in  very  appropriately  to  the  fourth 
section  of  this  report.  Then,  the  gendeman  would  have  the  opportunity 
-to  discuss  it,  and  under  the  present  stale  of  anxiety  to  get  the  question,  he 
would  not  have  this  opportunily. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  his  opinion  was,  that  aftei  the  section  under  consid- 
eration should  be  ailopted,  all  the  rest  of  the  report  ought  to  be  rejected  ; 
and  with  this  view,  he  could  not  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  gendeman 
fnim  Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickev.)  If  ihis  section  was  agreed  to,  then  he  would 
not  have  the  privilege  of  offering  his  amendment.  He,  tlierefore,  submiled 
it  now,  and  only  asked  that  a  vote  might  be  taken  upon  it,  as  it  standi.— 
He  then  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Garle  was  in  favor  of  proceeding  understand ingly  in  this  matter. 
If  he  understood  the  mitter  rightly,  we  have  amended  ihe  report  of  the 
cominiltee.  and  to  that  report,  as  amended,  the  gentleman  from  Adams  has 
oflereil  an  amendment.  Sow,  his  colleague  (Mr.  Urown)  h^itl  moved  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment,  which  the  Chuir  had  decided  to  be  out  of 
order,  and  he  held  that  ihii  nmendmeni  was  as  much  in  order,  as  ibe 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  fritm  Adams. 

The  Uhair  said,  lie  had  decided  the  ameatlment  of  ibe  gentleman's  cgl- 
Inagoe  lo  be  out  of  order.  Il  wjis  proposed  in  »  different  manner  from  tl^ 
pnaent  anwndoieiit,  which  caused  the  Chur  lo  nakfl  out  the  deottioo. 


118  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

Mr.  PoRTiB,  of  Northampton,  enquired  if  the  previous  queetioB 
moved  and  sustained,  whether  the  main  question  would  be  on  the  report  of 
the  committee,  as  amended. 

The  Chair  replied,  that  it  would  be  on  the  report  of  the  committeev 
cutting  off  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Sterioerk  said,  we  have  struck  out  the  report  of  the  committee, 
therefore,  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  previous  question  would  be  on  the 
amendment,  as  the  amendment  had  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  AoNEW  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Adams  would  withdraw  his 
amendment.  He  did  not  now  feel  prepared  to  vote  on  the  question,  al- 
though he  might  be  disposed  to  vote  for  it  at  its  proper  place.  There  is  a 
report  of  a  committee  relative  to  these  officers,  and  he  should  like  to  have 
the  opportunity  to  examine  it,  and  make  up  his  mind  fully  upon  it  before 
he  gave  his  vote.  There  wns  a  section  to  the  report  of  the  commiilee, 
section  four,  which  related  particularly  to  this  suoject,  and  the  gentlemrB 
eould  have  the  opportunity  of  offering  his  proposition  to  that  section,  and 
then  we  will  have  some  time  to  examine  it,  and  make  up  our  minds.  He 
disliked  to  be  forced  into  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and  should  certiinly  vote 
against  the  proposition,  if  it  was  pressed  now,  when  it  might  he  possible 
that  he  would  vote  fur  it  if  he  had  the  opportunity  to  examine  into  the 
matter.  This  thing  should  not  be  forced  upon  the  committee  in  its  present 
state  of  excitement  and  anxiety,  and  he  hoped  the  gentleman  would  see 
the  propriety  of  withdrawing  it. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  he  saw  no  excitement  in  the  committee.  It  appteed 
to  him  to  be  as  sluggish  a  body  as  he  had  ever  seen  in  his  life.  If  he  had 
seen  any  feeling  here,  which  would  have  precluded  a  calm  and  diapastioih 
ate  consideration,  and  discussion  of  the  matter,  he  should  not  have  troubled 
the  committee  with  it,  but  there  was  no  such  feeling  here,  and  it  most 
only  exist  in  the  mind  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Agnkw.}— 
Mr.  S.  thought  it  had  long  since  been  decided,  that  all  appointments  were 
to  be  taken  from  the  Executive  and  given  to  the  people.  Well,  he  had 
gone  for  this  as  far  as  the  people  desired  it,  whether  right  or  wrong.  lis 
felt  disposed  to  satisfy  the  judgment,  or  gratify  the  whims  of  the  people, 
•o  far  as  the  interests  of  the  Commonwealtli  would  permit  of  it  He 
would,  therefore,  go  for  giving  them  the  election  of  those  officerb  which 
could  be  given  to  them  with  convenience.  Where  he  thought  the  people 
were  misled,  as  they  might  be  misled  in  many  things,  he  wonld  not  yield 
to  their  wild  frenzy,  but  he  would  go  as  far  with  anodynes  as  any  gen- 
tleman could  go,  always  keeping  in  view  the  permanent  interests  of  the 
Commonwealth.  He  believed  we  could  give  to  the  people,  with  perfect 
safety,  the  election  of  these  officers,  which  would  go  to  show  them,  that 
none  of  us  here  are  unwilling  to  entrust  tliem  with  the  appointment  of 
their  servants.  'J'here  was  a  whole  army  of  officers  connected  with  the 
port  of  Philadelphia — health  officers,  wardens,  notaries,  &c.,  the  electioB 
of  every  one  of  whom  can  be  entrusted  safely  to  the  people.  Then,  art 
we  to  stop  short  in  our  work  ?  Are  we  to  commence  by  saying,  that  all 
appointments  shall  be  taken  from  the  Governor,  and  at  the  same  time* 
have  a  host  of  officers,  in  a  single  city,  to  be  appointed  by  him.  This 
appeared  to  him  to  be  entirely  inconsistent,  with  what  we  have  been  all 
•bng  profesiing.  When  this  part  of  the  report  of  the  committee  shall  bt 
pdopteOf  bp  held  that  there  was  no  otb^r  porliou  of  i\  which  shoold  bi 
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adopted ;  therefore,  it  wae  necessary  for  him  now  to  provide  for  all  those 
cases,  which  he  considered  it  necessary  to  provide  Ibr ;  and,  believfaif 
that  the  election  of  these  officers  should  be  given  to  the  people,  he  was 
under  the  necessity  of  moving  the  amendment  at  this  particular  place.— « 
Believing,  that  it  was  his  duty  now  to  make  this  effott  to  strip  the  Gover- 
nor of  this  enormous  power,  which  gentlemen  appeared  disposed  to  leave 
in  his  hands,  he  had  made  the  motion,  and  he  would  call  upon  those  gen« 
tlenien  favorable  to  reform  to  go  for  it  now,  and  at  the  place  he  had  intro- 
duced it.  Why  cavil  about  the  place,  because  gentlemen  have  told  you 
that  there  is  to  be  a  committee  of  supervision-— a  committee  of  gramma- 
rians to  put  the  amendments  in  proper  form ;  then,  if  this  amendment  is 
not  in  the  proper  form  or  place,  it  could  be  changed,  only  leaving  the  prin- 
ciple remain.  All  he  asked  for  was  to  test  the  principle,  and  then  the 
matter  can  be  changed  in  the  detail  hereafter,  or  put  in  a  different  place,  if 
it  is  not  now  where  it  should  be.  He  hoped  his  friend  from  Beaver,  (Mr. 
AoNEw)  and  other  reformers,  were  not  disposed  to  deprive  the  people  of 
the  election  of  these  officers.  As  the  fiat  had  gone  forth,  that  the  Executive 
should  be  deprived  of  all  his  patronage,  he  hoped  that  this  amendment 
might  be  adopted  speedily,  to  save  as  much  of  the  people's  money  as  pos- 
sible. If.  however,  we  go  on  disputing  about  every  amendment  of  this 
kind,  he  should  not  be  surprised  if  we  did  not  break  up  before  next  spring, 
and  before  the  Convention  shall  have  cost  the  people  of  the  Common- 
wealth a  quarter  of  a  million  of  dollars.  He  had  been  furnished  with  a 
statement  of  the  expenses  of  the  Convention,  and  they  amounted  to  the 
sum  of  eleven  hundred  dollars  a  day.  Already  have  we  expended  the 
enormous  sum  of  seventy-five  thousand,  and  we  have  not  got  one  third 
through  with  our  labors.  He  supposed  we  were  ail  endeavoring  to  ex- 
pedite matters  as  fast  as  we  could,  and  perhaps  he  was  as  much  in  fault* 
that  there  was  so  much  delay,  as  any  one  member  here ;  but,  certain  it 
was,  there  had  been  extraordinary  delay,  which  had  cost  the  people  a  vast 
sum  of  money,  and  he  was  now  only  showing,  that  we  ought  to  adopt 
these  measures  with  all  possible  despatch.  He  presumed,  however,  that 
some  gentlemen  would  vote  against  this  amendment,  because  it  was  in  the 
wrong  place,  and  some  would  vote  against  it  because  they  did  not  like  it, 
and  perhaps  some  would  go  against  it,  because  it  came  from  such  an  out- 
rageous reformer.  And,  then,  ten  chances  to  one,  if  they  would  not  vote 
against  it,  because  it  came  from  an  outrageous  reformer,  somehow  or 
another,  the  *'poor  people"  would  be  cheated  out  of  their  rights.  But,  he 
(Mr.  S.)  must  have  a  vote  on  it.  He  hoped  that  the  gentleman  from 
Beaver  (Mr.  Clarke)  would  be  satisfied  that  his  object  was  a  fair  one, 
in  bringing  it  here,  and  that  he  was  not  actuated  by  any  unkind  motive. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  remarked,  that  this  was  a  matter  of  some 
importance,  particularly  as  the  yeas  and  nays  had  been  called  for.  He 
would  vote  against  the  proposition,  because  it  was  not  clear  and  distinct 
in  its  character,  and  calculated  only  to  create  embarrassment,  for  it  embra- 
ced officers  whose  duties  were  not  confined  solely  to  the  city,  or  county, 
but  which  inclosed  parts  of  each.  He  was  favorable  to  the  election  of  th« 
officers,  or  at  least,  a  part  of  them,  by  the  people ;  but  he  wished  the  mat- 
ter brought  in  at  a  proper  time,  ana  in  a  proper  manner.  He  was  not 
willing  to  vote  for  an  amendment  containing  a  batch  of  officers,  of  varioot 
I,  and  confined  to  as  various  districts,  having  no  speeified  bounde,  of 
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relation  to  each  other,  introduced  in  the  manner  and  form  in  wbich  this 
had  been.  The  gentleman  from  Adams  (Mr.  Stetbns)  had  made  a 
great  outcry  about  the  extraoxdinary  expenses  of  the  Convention,  which 
was  calculated  to  excite  alarm  among  the  people,  and. induce  the  be- 
lief, that  the  Convention  were  doing  nothing.  Now  that  gentleman 
had  been  a  membei  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State,  and  that  body,  had,  on 
one  occasion,  sat  five  months,  at  an  expense  equally  as  great  as  this 
Convention  was  incurine:,  and  had  done  less,  and  perhaps,  sometimes 
much  worse  than  we  had  done,  but  the  gentleman  did  not  then  complain 
of  the  time  wasted,  or  tlie  expense.  He  (iMr.  Brown)  looked  upon  this^ 
cry  of  expense,  as  he  did  upon  all  that  gentleman's  speeches,  as  merely  in-* 
tended  for  efiect  out  of  doors. 

Ml.  Bell,  of  Chester,  rose  to  a  question  of  order. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  moved  the  previous  question. 

Mr  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  wished  to  make  a  few  explanatory  re« 
marks. 

Mr.  M' Do  WELL  hoped,  that  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  would 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  Read  then  withdrew  his  motion,  and  moved  that  the  committee 
rise.     Lost. 

A  division  being  demanded,  there  appeared  ayes,  30:  noes,  upwards  of  40. 

Mr.  Forward  remarked,  that  if  the  amendment  now  offered  was  out  of 
place,  let  it  be  disposed  of.  But,  if  it  was  in  place,  it  ought  to  be  examin 
ed.  and  discussed.  He  wished  to  vote  for  the  principal  amendment  He 
would  not  say,  that  he  would  include  all  the  ofHcers  named  in'the  amend- 
ment, but  a  portion  of  them.  And,  if  it  was  proper  to  receive  it  now,  it 
was  necessary,  in  order  to  act  understanding! y— 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  hoped  that  a  different  course  woold  be 
adopted. 
Mr.  Hayhurst,  of  Columbia,  rose  to  a  question  of  order. 

The  Chair  said,  that  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Earle)  was  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Earle  remarked,  that  he  was  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  general 
principle  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  for  extending 
the  election  of  these  officers  to  the  people.  It  seemed,  however,  that  we 
could  not  get  a  vote  here  on  a  question,  but  what  the  previous  question 
was  called.  The  gentleman  (Mr.  Stevens)  had  tauntingly  told  us,  that  he 
would  make  us  swallow  every  thing,  that  he  choose  to  give  us. 

Mr.  Stevens  :  (interrupted)  The  gentleman  has  misunderstood  me.  I 
did  not  make  use  of  any  such  language. 

Mr.  Earle  :  We  have  been  tauntingly  told— - 

Mr.  Stevens:  (interrupted)  the  gendemanis  bound  to  take  my  ezph^ 
nation  by  law—- 

Mr.  Earle  :  The  gentleman  said,  that  if  we  did  not  vote  for  a  particu- 
lar thing,  the  people  would  take  us  as  voting  against  giving  them  the  elec- 
tion of  these  ofiicei 


Mr.  Read  here  intimated ,  that  he  would  renew  his  call  for  tlie  previoos 
question. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  demanded  the  previous  question,  which 
sustained. 
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The  qaestion  then  reeuring  was*  ^*  shall  the  main  question  be  now 
pmr 

Mr.  DuNLOP  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

And,  the  question  being  taken,  was  decided  as  follows  : 

YmAi — ^Menn.  Banks,  Barclay,  Barndollar,  Bayae,  Bell,  Bigelow,  Bonham,  Brown, 
of  Philadelphia,  Batler,  Claike,  of  Beaver,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cleavinger,  Grain,  Cam- 
mtn,  Cnril,  Darrah,  BiUinger,  Bonnell,  Earle,  FarreUy,  Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller, 
Oamhle,  Gearhart,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  Helfenstein,  Hiester,  Hoapt, 
Hyde,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Konigmaeher,  Krebs,  Maclay,  Magee,  Maim,  M'Dowell,  Merkel, 
Miller,  Mon^mery,  Myers,  Nevin,  Overfield,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purriance,  Read, 
Rfter,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Saeger,  Sellers,  Scheets,  Shellito,  Smith,  Smyth,  Stcrigere,  Swetland, 
Taggart— 63. 

Nats — ^Messrs.  Agnew,  Baldwin,  Bamitz,  Carey,  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Chester- 
Channcey,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Cochran,  Craig,  Crum,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickey»  Dick, 
erson,  Dunlop,  Forward,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hopkinson,  Jenks,  Kerr,  M'Call, 
M'Sherry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Pollock,  Royer,  Russell,  Scott,  Serrill,  Sill,  Snively,  SteYtns, 
Thomas,  Todd,  Woodward,  Toung,  Sergeant,  President— 9B. 

So,  ihe  main  question  was  ordered  to  be  put,  and  being  taken,  the  report 
ot  the  committee,  so  far  as  it  related  to  the  second  section,  and  as  amended, 
wts  agreed  to. 

The  committee  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again, 
snd, 

The  Conyention  adjtumed. 


MONDAY,  July  3. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Chester,  presented  three  memorials  from  citizens  of 
Cumberland  county,  praying  that  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  be  extended  to 
every  human  beings 

Mr.  Chandler  also  presented  two  similar  petitions  from  the  citizens  of 
Chester  county. 

Mr.  Mbrkel,  of  Cumberland,  presented  a  similar  petition  from  citizens 
of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  M*Call,  of  Washington,  presented  a  similar  petition  from  citizens 
of  Washington  county. 

These  petitions  were  all  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  presented  the  following  resolution,  which 
was  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

Il€99lvedf  That  the  committee  of  the  whole  be  discharged  from  the  farther  considera- 
tion of  the  amendments  to  the  Constitution,  and  that  the  following  amendment!  of  tha 
Coaistitation  of  Pennsylvania  be  and  the  same  are  hereby  lubmitted  to  a  vote  of  the  peo- 
ple, pursuant  to  the  act  entitled,  **  An  act  to  provide  for  calling  a  Convention  with  liiniU 
•d  powers." 

IMXlTDXI^rrS   TO   THI   COSrSTTTUTIOK   07  PXITHSTLTAHZA. 

Li  Aeticle  I.  SxGTioir  2.  To  read  as  follows :  The  representatives  shall  be  chosen 
annually  by  the  citizens  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  of  each  county  respectively,  on 
the  third  Tuesday  of  October. 

Sjcct.  3.  To  read  as  follows :  No  person  shall  be  a  representative  who  shall  not  havs 
attained  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  and  have  been  a  dtiaen  and  inhabitant  of  the  Stat* 
thrat  years  next  preceding  his  election,  and  the  last  year  thereof  an  inhabitant  of  the  city 
▼ol.  ni.  n8. 
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or  county  in  which  he  shall  be  chosen,  unless  he  shall  have  been  absent  on  the  public  bu- 
siness of  the  United  States,  or  of  this  State,  or  unless  he  shall  prenouslj  have  bean  a 
qualified  elector  in  this  State,  in  which  ease  he  shall  bo  eligible  upon  one  year's  rendeooe. 
No  person  residing  within  any  city,  town,  or  borough,  which  shall  be  entitled  to  a  sepip 
rate  representation,  shall  bo  elected  a  member  for  any  county,  nor  shall  any  person  rM- 
ding  without  the  limits  of  any  such  city,  town,  or  borough,  bo  elected  a  meniber  theieot 

SicT.  4.  To  read  as  follows :  In  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-two,  and  with- 
in every  subsequent  term  of  seven  years,  an  enumeration  of  the  taxable  inhabitants  shall 
be  made,  in  such  manner  as  shall  be  directed  by  law.  The  number  of  repreaeotativai 
shall,  at  the  sereral  periods  of  m.iking  such  enumeration,  be  fixed  by  the  Legia]atnTa,and 
apportioned  among  the  city  of  Philadelphia  and  the  several  counties,  according  to  tha 
number  of  taxable  inhabitants  in  each,  and  shall  never  be  less  than  sixty,  nor  greater  than 
one  hundred. 

SioT.  5.  To  read  as  follows :  The  senators  shall  be  chosen  for  three  years  fay  (ha 
citizens  of  Philadelphia,  and  of  the  several  counties,  at  the  some  time,  in  the  same  man- 
ner, and  at  the  same  places,  where  they  shall  vote  for  representatives. 

SicT.  7.  To  read  as  follows :  The  senatora  shall  be  chosen  in  districts  to  be  fonnad 
by  the  Legislature,  each  district  containing  such  a  number  of  taxable  inhabitants  as  shall 
be  entitled  to  elect  not  more  than  two  senators,  unUtt  a  iinglt  dty  or  county  shall  at  any 
time  be  entitled  to  more  than  two.  When  a  district  shall  be  composed  of  two  or  man 
counties,  they  shall  be  adjoining.  Neither  the  city  nor  any  county  shall  be  divided  in 
forming  a  district.. 

SicT.  8.  To  read  as  follows :  No  person  shall  be  a  senator  who  shall  not  have  attain- 
ed the  age  of  twenty-five  years,  and  have  been  a  citizen  and  inhabitant  of  the  State  km 
ytara  next  before  hu  election,  and  the  last  year  thereof  an  inhabitant  of  the  distrid;  fcr 
which  he  shall  be  chosen,  unless  he  shall  have  been  absent  on  the  public  business  of  tha 
United  States,  or  of  thb  State,  or  unlett  he  thall  previoxuly  have  been  a  quaiifiedekC' 
tor  in  thit  State,  in  which  case  he  shall  be  eligible  upon  one  year^t  retidence. 

SxcT.  10.  To  read  as  follows :  The  General  Assembly  shall  meet  on  the  first  Tnaa- 
day  in  January,  unless  sooner  convened  by  the  Governor. 

SxcT.  1 1.  To  read  ss  follows :  Each  house  shall  choose  its  Speaker  and  other  offioen. 
In  case  of  the  sickness  or  necessary  absence  of  the  Speaker  of  either  house,  a  Speaker  fH^ 
tempore  may  be  chosen  ;  and  the  Senate  shall  also  choose  a  Speaker  pro  lempore  whan 
the  Speaker  shall  exercise  the  ofiice  of  Governor. 

\k  Article  II.  Sect.  2.  To  read  as  follows :  The  Governor  shall  be  chosen  by  (ha 
citizens  of  the  Commonwealth  at  the  times  and  places  where  they  shall  respectively  vote 
for  representatives.  The  returns  of  every  election  for  Governor  shall  be  sealed  op  and 
transmitted  to  the  seat  of  Government,  directed  to  the  speaker  of  the  Senate,  who  shall 
open  and  publish  them  in  the  presence  of  the  membera  of  both  houses  of  the  LfOgislatiue. 
Tha  person  having  the  highest  number  of  votes  shall  be  Governor,  but  if  two  or  moie 
shall  be  equal  and  highest  in  votes,  one  of  them  shall  be  chosen  Governor  by  the  jaint 
vote  of  the  members  of  both  houses.  Contested  elections  shall  be  determined  by  a  oon- 
mittee  to  be  selected  from  both  houses  of  the  Legislature,  and  formed  and  ragolatad 
in  auch  manner  as  shall  be  directed  by  law. 

SxoT.  3.  The  Governor  shall  hold  his  office  during  three  yean  from  the  third  ToaS' 
day  of  January  next  ensuing  his  election,  and  shall  not  be  capable  of  serving  moro  dian 
fix  yeara  in  every  term  of  nine  years. 

Sect.  8.  To  read  as  follows :  He  shall  appoint  all  officers,  whose  offices  are  eatab- 
liahed  by  thb  Constitution,  or  shall  bo  established  by  law,  and  whose  appointments  aia 
not  herein,  or  shall  be  by  law  otherwise,  provided  for.  But  no  person  shall  be  ap- 
pointed to  an  office  within  any  county,  who  shall  not  have  been  a  citizen  and  itiKMW^nt 
therein  one  year  next  before  his  appointment,  if  the  county  shall  have  been  so  long  eceat- 
ed ;  but  if  it  shall  not  have  been  so  long  erected,  then,  within  the  limits  of  the  county  or 
counties  out  of  which  it  shall  have  been  taken.  No  member  of  Congress  from  this  state,  nor 
any  person  holding  or  exercising  any  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  United  Statai^ 
(hall  at  the  aame  time  hold  or  exercise  the  office  of  Judge,  Secretary,  Treasurer  or  Pid> 
thonotary,  Register  of  Wills,  Recorder  of  Deeds,  Sheriff,or  any  office  in  the  state,  to  whi^ 
a  salary  is  by  law  annexed,  or  any  office  which  the  Legislature  shall  declare  inrirmpatiMr 
with  offices  or  appointmenta  under  the  United  Statea. 
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8iG9.  14.  To  Ttad  u  follows :  In  caM  of  t|io  death  or  resignation  of  the  Goramor^ 
or  hm  remoTal  from  office,  the  Speaker  of  the  Senate  shall  exercise  the  office  of  Governor 
until  another  Governor  shall  be  duly  qoalified.  Bat  in  such  case,  another  Governor 
shall  he  chosen  at  the  next  annual  election  of  representatives,  unless  such  death,  reaigna- 
lioD,  or  removal  shall  occur  within  three  calendar  months  immediately  preceding  such 
nsxt  annoal  election,  in  which  case  a  Governor  shall  be  chosen  at  the  second  succeeding 
annoal  election  of  representatives.  If  the  trial  of  a  contested  election  shall  continue  lon- 
ger than  the  third  Tuesday  in  January  next  ensuing  the  election  of  a  Governor,  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  last  year,  or  the  Speaker  of  the  Senate  who  may  be  in  the  exercise  of  the 
SKecntive  authority,  shall  continue  therein,  until  the  determination  of  such  contested  et> 
eetion,  and  until  a  Governor  shall  be  qualified  as  aforesaid. 

SxcT.  15.  To  read  as  foUows :  A  secretary  shall  be  appointed  and  commissionad 
by  the  Governor  during  his  pleasure.  He  shall  keep  a  fair  register  of  all  the  official 
acts  an  1  proceedings  of  the  Governor,  and  shall,  when  required,  lay  the  same,  and  all 
papers,  minutes,  and  vouchers  relative  thereto,  before  either  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
and  shall  perform  such  other  duties  as  shall  be  enjoined  him  by  law. 

Iir  Amr.  III.  Sect.  1.  To  read  as  follows:  In  elections  by  the  citizens,  every  free- 
man of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  having  resided  in  the  state  one  year  next  before 
the  election,  and  -within  two  yeart  next  before  tuck  election,  paid  a  ttate  or  county  taXf 
which  thall  have  been  (usetted  at  leatt  ten  dayt  bejore  the  election,  ohall  enjoy  the 
rights  of  an  elector :  Provided,  That  freemen,  citizent  q/  the  United  Staiet,  between 
the  oget  of  twenty-one  and  twenty'two  yeart,  and  having  reaided  in  thit  State  one 
year  before  the  election  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  although  they  thall  not  have  paid 
taxee^  and  that  freemen  who  have  previontly  been  qualified  electort  of  thit  State,  nuiy, 
%f  otherwite  qualified,  enjoy  the  rightt  of  electort  upon  six  months^  residence  in  tms 
State. 

Ijt  Amr.  V.  Sfct.  1.  To  read  as  follows :  The  judicial  power  of  this  Common- 
wealth shall  be  vested  in  a  Supreme  court,  in  courts  of  Oyer,  Terminer,  and  general  jail 
delivery,  in  a  court  of  Common  Pleas,  Orphans*  court.  Registers'  court,  and  a  court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  of  the  Peace,  or  tuch  other  courtt  at  may  be  ettablithed  by  law  for 
each  county,  in  justices  of  the  peace,  and  in  such  other  courts  as  tho  Legislature  may 
from  time  to  time  establish. 

Sect.  2.  To  read  as  follows :  The  judges  of  the  Supreme  court  shall  hold  their  of- 
fices during  good  behaviour ;  and  the  President  judges  of  the  court  of  Common  Pleas, 
and  other  judges  required  to  be  learned  in  the  law,  for  the  term  of  ten  years,  if  they 
sbsll  so  long  behave  themselves  well.  But  for  any  reasonable  cause,  which  shall  not  be 
•officient  ground  of  impeachment,  the  Governor  may  remove  any  of  them  on  the  address 
of  two  thirds  of  each  branch  of  the  Legislature  The  judges  of  the  Supreme  court, 
and  the  presidents  of  the  several  courts  of  Common  Pleas,  shall  at  stated  times,  receive 
for  their  services  an  adequate  compensation  to  be  fixed  by  law,  which  shall  not  be  di- 
minished during  their  continuance  in  office ;  but  they  shall  receive  no  fees  or  perqaisitee 
of  office,  nor  hold  any  other  office  of  profit  under  this  Commonwealth. 

Sbct.  4.  To  read  as  follows :  Until  it  shall  bo  otherwise  directed  by  law,  the  several 
courts  of  Common  Pleas  shall  be  established  in  the  following  manner :  The  citizens  of 
each  county,  qualified  to  vote  for  representarives  to  the  General  Assembly,  shall  elect 
two  associate  judges,  who  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor,  and  who,  during  their 
continuance  in  office,  shall  reside  in  such  county,  and  hold  their  offices  for  the  term  of 
five  years,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well.  The  State  shall  be  by  law  di- 
vided into  circuits,  containing;  one  or  more  counties.  A  president  shall  be  appointed  to 
the  courts  in  each  circuit,  who,  during  his  continuance  in  office,  shall  reside  therein. 
The  president  and  judges,  any  two  of  whom  shall  be  a  quorum,  shall  compose  the  respec- 
tive courts  of  Common  Pleas. 

Sect.  10.  To  read  as  follows :  The  citizens  shall  elect  a  competent  number  of  justi- 
ces of  the  peace,  in  such  convenient  districts  in  each  county,  as  are  or  shall  be  directed 
by  law.  l*hey  shall  be  commissioned  for  the  term  of  five  years,  but  may  be  removed  on 
conviction  of  misbehaviour  in  office,  or  of  any  infamous  crime,  or  on  the  address  of  both 
Houses  of  the  IjCgislature. 

bi  Abt.  VI.  Sect.  1.  To  read  as  follows:  Sheriffii  and  coroners  shall,  at  thetimai 
aiid  places  of  election  of  representatives,  be  chosen  by  the  citizens  of  eadi  county.  One 
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pereon  ihall  ht  chosen  for  each  office,  and  shall  be  commiasoned  by  the  Oo^ornor.  The? 
ahall  hold  their  offices  for  three  yean,  if  they  shall  to  long  behave  themaalyee  well»  afid 
until  a  successor  be  duly  qualified ;  but  no  person  shall  be  twice  chosen  or  appoinlid 
8heri£f  in  any  term  of  six  years.  Vacancies  in  either  of  the  said  offices  riiall  be  filled 
by  a  new  appointment  to  be  made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue  until  the  next  geneial 
election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  chosen  and  qualified  as  aforesaid.  Prothoootaiiis 
and  clerks  of  the  several  courts,  (except  the  prothonotaries  of  the  supreme  court,  who 
shall  be  appointed  in  the  respective  districts  by  the  court,  for  the  term  of  three  years,  if 
they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well,  and  are  not  removed  by  the  court,^  reoorden 
of  deeds  and  registers  of  wills,  shall,  at  the  times  and  places  of  election  of  rapresBnti 
tives,  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  or  the  districts  over  which  the  jarisdie* 
tion  of  said  courts  extends,  and  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor,  lliey  shaB 
hM  their  offices  for  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well,  uid  uBtil 
their  successors  shall  be  duly  qualified.  The  Legislature  shall  designate  bj  law,  lbs 
number  of  persons  in  each  county  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  and  how  many,  and  whidi 
of  said  offices  shall  be  held  by  one  person.  Vacancies  in  any  of  the  said  offices  shall  bs 
filled  by  an  appointment  to  be  made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue  until  the  next  geosisl 
election,  and  until  a  successor  shall  be  elected  and  qualified  as  aforesaid. 

SicT.  3.  To  read  as  follows :  The  freemen  of  this  Commonwealth  ahall  be  annsd 
and  organized  for  its  defence,  when,  and  in  such  manner,  as  the  Legislature  shall  by  law 
direct 

The  remaining  sections  of  the  existing  article  to  be  numbered  4,  5 
and  6. 

Art.  7.  Sect.  1.  To  read  as  follows :  The  Legislature  shall,  as  soon  as  conven- 
iently may  be,  provide  by  taw,  for  the  establishment  of  schools  throughout  the  State 
in  such  manner  that  all  children  may  be  taught  at  the  public  expense. 

Sect.  2.  To  read  as  follows :  The  arts  and  sciences  shall  be  promoted  m  audi 
institutions  of  learning  as  may  be  alike  open  to  all  the  citizens  of  this  Common- 
wealth. 

Aet.  9.  Add  the  following  sections,  to  be  called  sections  26,  27,  28,  and  number  the 
present  section  26,  number  29. 

6kct.  26.  No  perpetual  charter  of  incorporation  shall  be  granted,  except  for  reli- 
gious, charitable,  or  literary  purposes,  nor  shall  any  charter  for  other  purpoaos  exceed  the 
duration  of  one  hundred  years. 

Sbct.  27.  No  charter  of  incorporAtion  to  be  granted  for  banking  purpoeesy  or  ibr 
dealing  in  money  stocks,  securities,  or  paper  credits,  shall  exceed  twenty  yearai 

Sect.  28.  The  Legislature  shall  have  no  power  to  combine  or  unite  in  any  one  bill 
two  or  more  distinct  subjects  or  objects  of  Legislation,  or  any  two  or  more  distinct  ap- 
propriations, or  appropriations  to  distinct  or  different  objects,  except  appropriations  te 
works  exclusively  belonging  to,  and  carried  on  by  the  Commonwealth ;  and  the  ohjcrt 
or  subject  matter  of  each  bill  or  act,  shall  be  distinctly  stated  in  the  title  thereof 

Art.  X.  Any  amendment  or  amendments  to  this  Constitution  may  be  proposed  in  the 
Senate  or  Assembly,  and  if  the  same  shall  be  agreed  to,  by  a  majority  of  the  membeis 
elected  to  each  of  the  two  Houses,  such  proposed  amendment  or  amendments  ahall  be  en- 
tered on  their  journals,  with  the  yeas  and  nays  taken  thereon,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Com- 
monwealth shall  cause  the  same  to  be  published  as  soon  as  practicable,  in  at  least  one 
newspaper  in  every  county  in  which  a  newspaper  shall  be  published  ;  and  if,  in  the  I«e- 
gislature  next  afterwards  chosen,  such  proposed  amendment  or  amendments  shall  be 
agreed  to  by  two  thirds  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each  House^  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commonwealth  shall  cause  the  same  again  to  be  published  in  manner  aforesaid,  and  sock 
proposed  amendment  or  amendments  shall  be  submited  to  the  people  at  such  time  and 
manner,  at  least  three  months  distant,  as  the  Legislature  shall  prescribe— and,  if  the 
people  shall  approve  and  ratify  such  amendment  or  amendments,  by  a  majority  of  the 
qualified  voters  of  this  State,  who  shall  vote  thereon,  such  amendment  or  amendments 
tihall  become  a  part  of  the  Constitution. 

Schedule.  That  no  inconvenience  may  ari^e  from  the  alterations  and  amendmsnls 
in  the  Constitution  of  this  Commonwealth,  and  in  order  to  carry  the  same  into  eompitt* 
operatioi^  it  is  hereby  declared  and  ordained : 
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I.  That  all  liwa  of  tfait  CommonwMlth,  in  fbrca  at  tha  time  of  making  tha  aaid  alto" 
rations  and  amendmenta  in  the  aaid  Conatitution,  and  not  inoonaiatenttheiewith ;  and  aO 
righta  artiona,  proaecationi,  claims,  and  contracts,  as  well  of  indlTidaala  as  of  bodiea 
oorpor,ate,  shall  continue  aa  if  the  aaid  altentiona  and  aniendraents  had  not  been  made. 

3.  That  the  present  Governor  shall  continue  to  exerciae  the  Executive  anthoritj  of 
this  Commonwealth,  as  heretofore,  until  the  first  Tuesday  of  Janoarj,  eighteen  hundred 
and  thirty-nine. 

3.  That  all  officers  in  the  appointment  of  the  Executive  department,  shall  continue  to 
be  appointable,  and  shall  exercise  the  duties  of  their  respective  offices,  agreeably  to  the 
Constitution  of  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety,  until  the  officers  directed  to  be 
elected  or  appointed  under  these  amendments,  shall  be  duly  qualified,  unless  their  com- 
missions shall  sooner  expire  by  their  own  limitations,  or  the  said  offices  become  vacaut 
by  death  or  resignation,  and  no  longer,  unless  renippointed  and  commissioned  by  the 
Governor.  Except  that  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  hold  their  offices  for  the 
terms  in  their  commissions  respectively  expressed. 

4.  Thnt  justice  shall  bo  administered  in  the  several  counties  of  the  State,  until  the 
period  aforesaid,  by  the  same  Justices,  in  the  same  courts,  and  in  the  same  manner  as 
heretofore. 

5.  That  no  person  now,  in  commission  as  SherifT,  shall  be  eligible  at  the  next  eleetion 
for  a  longer  term  than  will,  with  the  time  which  he  shall  have  served  in  the  aaid  office, 
complete  the  term  of  three  yeats. 

6.  That  until  the  first  enumeration  shall  be  made,  as  directed  in  the  fourth  section  of 
the  first  article  of  the  Constitution,  established  by  this  Convention*  the  city  of  Philadelphia 
and  the  several  counties,  shal  I  be  respectively  entitled  to  elect  the  same  number  of  Sena- 
tors and  Representativetf,  as  is  now  prescribed  by  law. 

7.  The  commissions  ot  the  Preffident,  and  other  Judges  learned  in  the  law,  now  in 
commission,  who  shall  then  have  l)een  ten  yearF,  or  more,  in  office,  shall  expire  on  the 
first  of  July,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty,  and  of  those  who  shall  not  then 
have  been  so  long  in  commission,  at  the  expiration  of  ten  years  from  their  respective  ap- 
pointments. 

8.  That  the  first  election  of  Governor,  Senators,  and  Representatives,  under  these 
amendments,  shall  take  place  on  tlio  tliird  Tuesday  of  October,  A.  D.,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  thirty-eight 

9.  That  the  first  election  of  Prothonotarips,  Clerks,  Registers,  Recorders,  and  Associate 
Judges,  shall  take  place  at  the  same  time. 

10.  '1  hat,  until  otlicrwise  directed  by  law,  two  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  be  elected  in 
each  borough,  ward,  or  township,  on  the  day  appointed  by  law  for  electing  Constables, 
except  in  the  city  of  Philadelphin. 

II.  Until  otherwise  directed  by  law.  the  county  officers  shall  be  as  follows  : 

In  thecity  of  Philadelphia,the  Clerkship  of  the  Mayor's  Court,  shall  be  filled  by  one 
pcrwn. 

In  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  the  respective  offices  of  Prothonotary  of  the 
Common  Pleas,  the  Prothonotar}'  of  the  District  Court,  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  tiie  Clerk  of  tlic  Orphans'  Court,  the  Register  of  vrills,  the  Recorder  of 
deodtf,  shall  each  he  filled  by  onu  perrion,  and  the  Clerk  of  Quarter  Sessions  shall  be  ex- 
oiTirio  (>lcrk  of  the  Oyer  and  Teniiiner. 

[The  ri'Tuainint;  coiintirri  arc  left  in  blank  in  the  resolution,] 

Mr.  Porter  explained,  that  the  ainendmcnts  proposed,  did  not  alto- 
gether meet  his  wislics,  but  it  was  very  evident  that  nothing  could  be  done, 
unless  by  mutual  concessions  of  opmion.  He  had  drawn  up  this  propo- 
sition in  that  spirit — it  couinined  no  new  matter,  and  he  thought  its  adop- 
tion would  have  an  effect  in  shortening  our  labors. 

Mr.  Sterigf.re  thought  there  were  some  new  matters  introduced  into 
the  resolution ;  or,  at  least,  some  which  were  at  variance  with  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Convention.  He  thought  the  best  course  would  be,  inatetd 
of  printing  these  propositions,  to  refer  them  to  a  select  eomniiUe6«  without 
printing.    He  moved  to  refer  this  resolution,  together  with  that  <^eied  by 
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the  gentleman  firom  Adams  (Mr.  Stbvbns)  on  Saturday,  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, without  printing. 

The  President  said,  there  was  a  rule  of  the  Convention  under  which 
all  these  propositions  are  printed. 

Mr.  Sterioere  moved  to  dispense  with  tiie  rule. 

Mr.  Porter  said,  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  had  offered  to  the 
Convention  a  whole  Constitution,  which  was  printed,  while  what  he  (Mr. 
P.)  had  offered,  was  comparatively  short. 

Mr.  Sterioere  hoped  the  genUeman  from  Northampton  would  move 
for  a  select  committee,  and  to  enable  him  to  do  so,  he  would  withdraw  hit 
motion. 

Mr.  Porter  moved  a  reference  of  the  resolution  to  a  select  committee. 

The  President  decided  the  motion  to  be  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Meredith  ;  On  the  second  reading,  the  gentleman  from  North- 
ampton would  have  an  opportunity  to  make  his  propositions  and  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  Porter  acquiesced  in  this  suggestion. 

Mr.  Forward  saw  no  reason  why  the  resolution  should  not  be  printed. 
He  wished  to  have  an  opportunity  to  examine  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said  he  would  not  make  any  particular 
objection  to  the  printing,  although  it  was  printing  the  same  thing  over 
again.  But,  if  gentlemen  were  to  bring  in  Constitutions  in  this  way,  and 
have  them  printed,  he  would  himself  bring  a  whole  Constitution  before  the 
Convention  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Overfield,  of  Monroe,  submited  the  following  resolution : 

"Resolved,  lliat  this  Convention  adjourn  on  the  I4th  of  July,  to  meet  again  on  tbt 
16th  day  of  October  neit,  in  this  place  . 

The  resolution  being  taken  up  for  consideration,  and  the  question  being 
on  the  second  reading, 

Mr.  DoRAN  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  question,  and  they  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  second  reading  of  the  resolution* 
and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Agnew,  Baldwin,  Barclay ,  BamdoHar,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Cany, 
Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chauncey,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Cleavinger,  CKne, 
Cruro,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Dillinger,  Dunlop,  Fontmrd, 
Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Uenderson,  of  AUeghcny, 
Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkinson,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Konigmacher, 
Krehs,  Maclay,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Call,  M'Dowell,  Meredith,  Overfield,  Pennypacker, 
Pollock,  Porter,  of  Nothampton,  Riter,  Rogers,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Sellers,  ScrriU, 
Scheeiz,  Sill,  Smith,  Sniv  ely,  Stevens,  Swetland,  Taggart,  Thomas,  Todd,  Sogeant, 
President — 64. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayne,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Beaver, 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cochran,  Crain,  Darrah,  Donnell,  Doran,  Earle,  Farrellj,  Flemiiil^ 
Gtlmore,  Hay  hurst,  Helfenstein,  Hiester,  Keim,  Kerr,  M'Sherry,  Merkel,  Miller,  Montgo- 
mery, Myers,  Nevin,  Purviance,  Read,  Ritter,  Shellito,  Smyth,  Sterigere,  Stickiel,  Toong 
—34. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Hiester,  of  Lancaster,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking 
out  all  after  the  word  ''  resolved",  and  inserting  as  follows :  *'That  when 
the  Convention  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  at  9  o'clock  on  Wednesday 
morning**. 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION.  1S87.  827 

Mr.  H1E6TER  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion,  and  they  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Hiesteri  and  deci- 
ded in  the  negative,  by^the  following  vote,  viz ;» 

YsAB — Mmbts.  Agnew,  Bayne,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Beaver, 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cummin,  Darrah,  Donnell,  Doran,  Earle,  Fleming,  Gamble,  Hay- 
hurat,  HeUTenstein,  Hieiter,  Keim,  Konigmacher,  Myera,  Read,  Bitter,  Shellito,  SmyUi, 
Slerigere,  Stickel— 25. 

Nath — Meaors.  Baldwm,  Barclay,  BamdoUar,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia, 
Carey,  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chauncy,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Cleavinger,  Cline, 
Coduan,  Ciain,  Crum,  Curll,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickerion,  DUlinger,  Dunlop,  Farrel- 
ly.  Forward,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gearhart,  GHlmore,  Grenell,  Haitinga,  Henderson,  of 
Allegheny,  Hopkinson,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Krebs,  Maday,  Mann, 
M'Call,  M'Dowell,  M'Sherry,  Meredith,  Merkel,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Nevin,  Overfiekl, 
Pennypacker,  Pollock^  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purviance,  Riter,  Rogers,  Russdl,  8ae- 
fer,  Scott,  Sellers,  Serrill,  Scheetz,  Sill,  Smith,  Snively,  Stevens,  SweUand,  Taggart 
Thomas,  Todd,  Weidman,  Sergeant,  PruiderU — 69. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  striking  out 
the  word  **  fourteenth*',  and  inserting  the  word  **  fiAeenth",  and  striking 
out  the  words  **  sixteenth  of  October",  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  the 
words  «*  twenty-fourth  of  July". 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  it  appeared  to  be  entirely  out  of  the  question  to  ad- 
journ to  meet  in  the  fall,  as  we  should  be  interrupted  by  the  meeting  of  the 
Legislature.  He  was  opposed  to  any  adjournment  for  a  longer  time  than 
that  which  he  had  proposed ,  but,  for  that  length  of  time  a  recess  was  expe- 
dient, as  it  would  give  gentlemen  an  opportunity  for  relaxation  during  the 
warm  weather,  and  to  attend  to  their  private  concerns.  They  ought,  also, 
to  understand  each  others  views,  that  they  might  finish  the  business  in  a 
month  after  they  returned.  He  suggested  another  reason  for  a  recess  at 
the  time  proposed.  It  was  known  that  the  great  national  ship— the  Penn- 
sylvanian — which  had  been  so  long  on  the  stocks,  was  to  be  launched  on 
the  18th  of  July,  and  a  great  number  of  the  members  wished  to  be  there, 
and  would  be  there  without  doubt,  whether  we  adjourned  or  not.  There 
would  be  a  propriety,  he  thought,  in  the  attendance  of  the  whole  Conven- 
tion in  a  body  upon  die  occasion  of  the  launch  of  so  noble  a  ship,  bearing 
the  name  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  Congress,  it  would  be  recollected 
adjourned  over  for  a  day  to  witness  the  launch  of  the  Columbia. 

Mr.  Darlington  said  the  object  of  the  motion  was,  to  kill  the  proposi- 
tion by  a  side  blow.  The  day  did  not  meet  his  views,  but  it  probably  met 
the  views  of  the  majority  as  well  as  any  other  day  would,  and  it  was  now 
yery  certain,  that  there  was  a  majority  in  favor  of  adjourning  over  to  some 
day  in  the  fall.  If,  as  had  been  objected  to  the  proposition,  the  Legisla- 
ture should  require  the  Hall  before  we  finished  our  session,  we  could  go 
elsewhere.  He  would  himself,  if  the  resolution  was  agreed  to,  ofifer  a  pro- 
position directing  an  inquiry  whether  we  could  have  suitable  accommoda- 
tions in  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  McDowell  :  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  not  pass.  I  see  very 
plainly  what  object  the  gentleman  from  Adams  has  in  view.  He  wants  to 
get  all  of  us  reformers  on  board  of  that  ship,  in  the  hope  that  we  should 
never  get  back  again. 

Mr.  Mann  said,  the  subject  had  been  discussed  very  fullv,  heretofore^ 
St  great  expense  of  time,  and  he  therefore  demanded  the  previous  quMtioOj 
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and  it  was  required  by  eighteen  members,  viz :  Messrs.  Makn,  Bellsrs, 
HovPTy  Serrill,  Martin,  Curll,  Fry,  Tagoart,  Grenell,  Overtield, 
Kennedy,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Merkel,  Krebs,  Miller,  Hast- 
ings, Crum,  Pennypacker,  Saeoer,  Darlington,  and  Barclay. 

The  question  beins,  '*  shall  the  main  question  be  now  put**  ? 
Mr.  Stevens  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  as  follows : 

YsAB — Mesira.  Barclay,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Carey,  Cleaiinger,  Ckid^ 
ran,  Grain,  Gnim,  Curll,  Darlington,  Dickerson,  Diliinger,  Fry,  Gilmore,  GrmeU,  Haj* 
hurit,  Hniderson,  of  Allegheny,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kreba,  Maday, 
Mann,  Martin,  M'Call,  M'Dowell,  Merkel,  Miller,  Ovcrfield,  Pennypacker,  PoUock, 
Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purviance,  Read,  Riter,  Ruseell,  Saeger,  Sellers,  SeniU,  Hcbeat^ 
SUI,8mith,Smyth,8niyely,Stickel,  Shetland,  Taggart,  Thomas— 47. 

Nats — Messrs.  Agnew,  Baldwin,  Barndollar,  Bayne,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Batler, 
Chambers,  Chandlei,  of  Chester,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Daopbiii, 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cline,  Cmnmin,  Darrah,  Denny,  Donnell,  Doran,  Donlop^  Earle^ 
FarreUy,  Fleming,  Forward,  Foulkrod,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Geaihart,  Hastings^  HetteD, 
stein,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiestcr,  Hopkinson,  Keim,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  M*Sheoy 
Meredith,  Montgomery,  Myers,  Nevin,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Scott,  Shellito,  Sterigere,  Sceveoi^ 
Todd,  Weidman,  Young,  Sergeant,  Prendent~-60. 

So  the  Convention  determined  that  the  main  question  should  not  now 
be  put 

The  President  stated,  that  it  had  been  the  usage  to  consider  the  decis- 
ion against  putting  the  main  question  as  defering  the  proposition  for  one 
day ;  but  tliat  rule  had  not  been  adopted  here,  and  from  what  he  knew  of 
the  sense  of  the  Convention  on  the  subject,  he  believed  they  would  not 
sustain  it.  He  should,  therefore,  decide,  with  the  assent  of  Uie  Conven- 
tion, that  the  subject  was  still  before  them  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Fuller  moved  that  the  resolution  and  amendment  be  postponed  tiD 
Friday  next.  He  hoped  that  no  adjournment  would  take  place  until  we 
had  gone  through  with  the  sixth  article.  He  should  be  governed  by  that 
entirely  as  to  the  time  of  adjournment.  If  we  could  not  get  through  that, 
he  should  be  opposed  to  adjourning  on  the  14th.  There  was  now  but 
ninety-eight  members  present,  and  probably  more  would  absent  themselves. 
He  doubted  the  propriety  of  continuing  the  session  with  so  small  a  number 
of  men\bers,  and  thought  it  better  to  adjourn  till  fall. 

Mr.  Fleming  said  we  seemed  to  have  a  strong  disposition  to  practice 
that  which  we  condemned  in  the  Legislature,  and  which  we  had  underta- 
ken to  remedy  as  an  evil.  The  Legislature  was  in  the  habit  of  adjourn- 
ing over  the  holidays,  and  we  were  trying  to  prevent  them  from  it,  by 
postponing  the  day  of  meeting.  But  while  we  were  acting  as  guides  for 
others,  we  ought  to  avoid  falling  into  the  same  error  ourselves.  He  had 
hoped  that  the  wire  edge  of  the  speech-making  h:id  been  in  some  measure 
worn  off.  We  certainly  had  made  up  our  minds  as  to  many  of  the  ques- 
tions that  were  to  be  decided,  and  tliere  would  be  no  necessity  for  further 
discussion  upon  such  propositions.  Our  labors  had  certainly  been  pro- 
tracted to  a  length  unexpected  by  us,  or  by  our  constituents  :  but  now, 
afler  two  months'  talking,  and  much  of  it  in  a  ring,  the  desire  for  speaking 
had  greatly  subsided,  and  it  would  be  highly  injudicious  to  suffer  gentle- 
men to  go  home,  and  whet  their  appetites  for  a  second  course  of  speeches 
on  the  same  questions. 

The  pioceedingsof  this  day  had  shown  us  the  impropriety  of  an  adjourn 
Bient  at  present.    We  had  seen  three  gentlemen  come  in  with  teparaie 
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projects  for  a  Constitution.  If  the  proposition  to  adjourn  was  predicated 
on  the  supposition  that  we  should  adopt  any  of  these  projects,  it  was 
founded  on  a  very  great  mistake.  We  see,  by  other  gentlemen  now,  that 
it  was  their  intention  to  offer  different  projects.  We  could  arrive  at  no 
conclusion  without  going  on  with  our  labors  in  the  regular  track.  No 
gentleman  had  suffered  in  his  health  by  remaining  here.  Many  members 
had  gone  home,  attended  to  their  private  concerns,  and  returned.  Thirty- 
four  now  were  absent,  but  in  a  few  days  they  would  all  return,  and  anoth- 
er party  of  thirty-four  would  go  home.  In  this  way,  gentlemen  would  all 
have  an  opportunity  to  refresh  themselves,  while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
business  would  go  on.  To  adjourn  over,  for  a  short  time,  would  be 
attended  with  no  special  advantage  to  any  gentleman.  To  adjourn  over 
till  the  autumn,  would  be  to  defer  the  result  of  our  labors  for  another  year ; 
but,  if  we  should  go  on,  we  would  complete  our  business,  and  submit  the 
result  to  the  people  at  the  next  election.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to 
adjourn  over  the  fourth  of  .Fuly,  nor  would  he  set  here  on  that  day  if  he 
could  elude  the  grasp  of  thcSergeant-at-Arms  :  but  he  was  opposed  to  any 
adjournment,  either  for  a  week  or  two,  or  till  the  fall. 

Mr,  Kerr  hoped,  he  said,  that  the  motion  to  postpone  would  prevail ; 
but  he  would  prefer  a  longer  time.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  question 
of  adjournment  was  one  of  considerable  importance.  It  was  important  to 
the  members  personally,  and  in  relation  to  the  expenses  of  the  Convention. 
Gentlemen  would  find  that  if  wc  adjourned  till  the  fall,  it  would  greatly  in- 
crease, and  perhaps  double,  the  expense  attending  the  Convention.  For 
two  reasons  he  would  wish  the  question  to  be  postponed  for  the  present ; 
the  first  was,  that  so  many  of  the  delegates  were  now  absent  from  their 
seats.  It  was  highly  improper,  he  thought,  to  force  this  question  in  the 
absence  of  so  many  delegates,  who  were  necessarily  greatly  interested  in 
it,  as  well  as  the  State  at  large.  The  people  would  have  the  impression 
that  we  took  the  advantage  of  the  absence  of  those  members  to  force  an 
adjournment.  The  next  reason  was,  that,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  we  were 
about  coming  to  a  plan  by  which  we  should  be  enabled  to  get  the  whole 
business  through  in  a  short  time.  He  alluded  to  the  propositions  this 
morning  offered  by  the  gentlemen  from  Adams  and  Northampton,  and 
which  had  been  ordered  to  be  printed.  There  was  a  strong  probability 
that  some  such  plan  would  be  agreed  to.  If  the  resolutions  were  refered 
to  a  select  committee,  and  they  should  make  such  a  report  as  would  be  sat- 
isfactory to  a  majority,  we  would,  in  a  few  days,  come  to  some  conclusion. 
He  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  so  as  to  postpone  the  further  consid- 
eration of  the  resolution  till  this  day  a  week ;  but,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Fuller,  he  withdrew  the  motion. 

Mr.  Jenks  was  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  postpone,  for  the  reason  that 
the  Convention  was  not  in  a  situation  to  act  on  the  question  to-day.  But 
the  necessity  of  a  very  early  action  upon  it,  appeared  evident  to  him. 
The  experience  of  the  past  week  had  shown  the  necessity  of  an  adjourn- 
ment till  the  fall.  It  had  been  customary  to  grant  leave  of  absence  to  all 
who  asked  for  it,  and  he  now  found  that  there  were  thirty  delegates  absent. 
He  asked  whether  it  was  prudent  or  proper  to  go  on  with  the  amendment! 
in  the  absence  of  so  many  members  ?  Did  not  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject require  an  adjournment  till  some  more  favorable  season  of  the  year  T 
This  leason  was  extremely  unpropitiout  to  the  coniideration  of  questioiui 
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of  such  magnitudes-questions  involving  the  law  on  which  all  future  legis- 
lation was  to  be  based.  It  was  certainly  advisable  to  adjourn,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  meeting  at  another  time,  under  more  favorable  circumstances. 

Mr.  CuMHiN  was,  he  said,  opposed  to  the  postponement,  and  in  favor 
of  the  resolution.  He  had,  heretofore,  steadily  resisted  every  proposition 
to  adjourn,  without  completing  our  business ;  but  now,  he  saw  plainly, 
that  nothing  would  be  done,  under  present  circumstances,  if  we  remained 
here.  Every  morning  a  resolution  was  brought  up  for  adjournment,  and 
the  discussion  of  it  consumed  a  great  part  of  the  day.  There  was,  evident- 
ly, a  strong  feeling  of  restlessness  and  impatience  pervading  the  whole 
body,  and  nothing  would  be  discussed  but  the  question  of  adjournment, 
even  if  we  sat  two  months  longer.  The  gentleman  from  Adams  had  offered 
an  amendment  to  adjourn  for  a  week,  because  in  that  time  he  could  fo 
home  and  attend  to  his  private  concerns.  He  and  others  could  go  home 
in  a  day.  But  how  was  it  with  him,  and  the  members  from  Erie  county? 
They  were  too  far  from  home  to  avail  themselves  of  this  fhort  recess.  It 
was  an  extraordinary  proposition  to  come  from  a  gentleman  of  such  hiffa 
talent — to  go  to  see  a  vessel  launched  !  The  gentleman  says  we  must  go, 
because  we  will  go,  whether  or  not.  He  certainly  could  not  have  been  in 
earnest.  The  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Monroe,  he  considered  as 
expedient  and  proper.  He  hoped  it  would  be  adopted.  We  should  then 
have  no  more  debates  on  adjournments,  but  be  able  to  go  on  till  the  14th 
with  the  business  before  us.  Many  amendments  had  been  offered  here  and 
discussed,  merely  with  a  view  to  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  pro- 
ceedings. AVe  ought  to  be  more  serious  in  the  discharge  of  our  duties. 
It  was  a  solemn  occasion  on  which  we  had  been  called  together.  We  were 
convened  to  adopt  a  form  of  government  that  might  endure  for  ages.  We 
should  be  as  solemn  as  if  we  were  going  about  worship ;  for  we  are  acting 
not  only  for  ourselves,  but  for  posterity.  He  was  sorry  to  witness  so 
many  light  and  unnecessary  propositions  and  discussions  here.  If  we  look- 
ed back  to  our  journals,  we  should  see  a  great  many  propositions  there  re- 
corded, the  movers  of  which  never  expected  to  carry  them  into  effect.  He 
hoped  we  should  go  home  on  the  14th,  and,  returning  in  the  fall,  endeavor 
to  complete  our  work. 

Mr.  Fuller  withdrew  his  amendment,  in  order  to  arrest  the  debate. 

Mr.  KiRR  renewed  it. 

The  motion  to  postpone  was  lost. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Stevens,  it  was  d^ 
termined  in  the  negative,  as  follows — yeas,  4 :  nays,  94 : 

Y«A8 — Mnwrs.  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Meredith,  Stevens,  Sergeant,  Prftident,^-^* 
Nats — Messrs.  Agnew,  Baldwin,  Bt^rndollar,  Bayne,  Bonham,  Biown.of  Phiiadel' 
pbia,  Butler,  Carey,  Chaml^ers,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  BetTcr, 
Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Clravinger,  Cline,  Cochran.  Cruin,  Cmm,  Caifr 
min,  Curll,  Darlington,  Dnrrah,  Denny.  Dickcrson,  Dillinger,  Donnell.  Doran,  Danlop, 
Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Forward,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Gilmore, 
Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  UelfTonstein,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Hendenon,  U 
Dauphin,  Hicster,  Hopkin-^on,  Houpl.  Hyde,  Jenks,  Keim.  Kennedy,  Kerr.  Konigma- 
cher,  Krebs,  Maclay,  Mann.  Martin,  M*Call,  McDowell,  M*Sherry,  Merkel,  Miller,  Mont- 
gomery, Myers,  Nevin,  Overfiold,  Pennypa  ktr,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purri- 
ance,  Keigart,  Read,  Rltor,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Sellers,  Serrill,  Scheetz, 
Bhellito,  Sill,  Smith,  Smyth,  Snively,  Sterigere,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Taggmrt,  lliomi^ 
Todd,  Weidmui,  Young~94. 


PENNSYLVANIA.  CONVENTION,  1837.  631 

The  question  recuring  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution, 

Mr.  Earle  had  hoped,  he  said,  that,  after  the  defeat  of  repeated  attempts 
to  carry  this  proposition,  it  would  not  be  renewed  during  the  absence  of 
so  many  members.  Tiie  motion  was  in  furtherance  of  the  views  of  those 
conservatives  who  wished  to  prevent  any  amendments  being  made  to  the 
CoDfltitution  which  were  desired  by  the  people,  and  who  had  brought  for« 
ward  questions  which  the  people  did  not  propose  for  our  consideration. 
'We  spent  two  weeks  on  an  article  which  it  was  never  expected  that  we 
should  amend,  and  we  were  urged  into  the  debate  upon  it.  We  had  been 
repeatedly  vexed  with  the  questions  of  adjournment ;  every  obstacle  had 
been  thrown  in  the  way  of  our  progress ;  and  the  objects  of  the  Conven- 
tion had  been  defeated  by  a  minority.  He  was  opposed  to  adjournment, 
QDtil  we  had  acted  on  life  terms  of  office ;  upon  the  mode  of  appointing 
Jnd^s,  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  Aldermen ;  and  on  future  amendments. 
He  had  been  anxious  to  get  up  the  question  of  life  office,  but  the  conser- 
vatives kept  it  off.  He  had  wished  to  get  at  some  of  the  prominent  ques- 
tions in  which  the  people  were  interested,  and  he  was  desirous  of  giving 
his  constituents  an  opportunity  to  say,  whether  upon  those  questions,  he 
and  others  represented  them  correctly,  but  he  had  found  it  impossible  thus 
far.  He  had  witnessed  some  remarkable  and  sudden  conversions  here  in 
relation  to  those  topics.  Some  of  those  who  cnmr^  hero  the  avowed  oppo- 
nents of  life  office  were  now  its  champions^.  When  the  duty  was  accep- 
ted, no  gentleman  would  say  that  he  was  not  bound  by  his  acceptance 
of  the  trust  to  sit  here  till  he  had  discharged  it,  and  it  was  expected  of 
us  by  our  constituents  that  we  should  remain  in  session  till  the  business 
was  concluded.  Three  important  suiijects  lemained  unacted  upon  and 
these  could  be  disposed  of  t>y  prolonging  the  session  for  three  weeks,  unless 
the  same  spirit  of  procrastination  which  had  heretofore  marked  our  pro- 
ceeding should  still  be  cherished.  It  was  periiSctly  well  understood  that 
the  abolition  of  life  tenures  was  one  of  the  main  objects  of  the  people  in 
calling  the  Convention,  and  now,  as  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster  says, 
because  we  arc  harrassed  with  various  propositions,  we  ought  to  adjourn. 
But  that  course  would  enable  the  minority  to  defeat  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  Convention  and  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Chambers  remarked  that,  classed  as  he  was  with  the  conservatives 
in  that  body,  he  was  unwilling  to  hear,  without  reply,  the  reproach  of  the 
delegate  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Earle,)  that  the  conser- 
vatives in  the  Convention  had,  from  their  first  meeting,  combined  to  delay 
and  prevent  the  action  of  this  body  on  the  work  of  revision  and  amend- 
ment of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Earle  explained,  by  saying  that  he  did  not  mean  to  include  a// the 
conservatives. 

Mr.  Chambers  said  that  the  charges  made  against  the  conservatives  were 
unfounded,  and  in  opposition  to  the  facts.  He  said  he  had  occasioned  no 
delay,  nor  any  postponement,  in  relation  to  the  judiciary.  He  had  advo- 
cated the  consideration  of  the  report  on  that  subject,  and  had  voted  for  it, 
and  against  the  substitution  of  the  report  on  the  sixth  article  now  under 
consideration. 

If,  sir,  an  examination  was  had  of  the  journal,  it  would  be  found  that 
the  frivolous  questions  and  motions  that  had  been  made,  and  consumed  so 
much  of  the  time  of  the  Covention,  and  occasioned  delay,  were  nearer  to 
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the  skirts  of  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  some  of 
his  friends,  than  to  those  of  the  conservatives. 

Mr.  C.  said  he  had  heretofore  voted  against  every  proposition  to  fix  a 
day  for  the  adjournment  of  the  Convention,  and  in  favor  of  postponing 
the  resolutions  submited  on  the  subject,  as  he  was  desirous  of  acting  on 
the  more  important  topics,  and  having  from  the  Convention,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  its  members  and  the  people,  an  indication  of  what  were  the 
opinions  of  the  Convention  in  relation  to  those  topics  before  that  adjourn- 
ment. He  was  desirous  of  considering  and  deciding  on  the  report  in  re- 
lation to  the  judiciary,  before  any  adjournment.  This  was  a  subject  of 
deep  interest  to  the  people.  It  came  home  to  their  rights  and  interesti, 
and  demanded,  when  it  was  taken  up  for  consideration,  deliberation  and 
full  discussion.  He  wiis  unwilling  to  take  up  this  important  subject  for 
consideration,  with  the  expectation  of  adjourning  before  it  was  disposed 
of;  for,  when  taken  up,  it  must  command  time,  attention,  and  discussion. 
As  a  conservative,  he  was  for  maintaining  the  judicial  tenure  of  good  be- 
haviour ;  and  if  it  was  to  be  changed  by  a  constitutional  provision,  it  should 
be  done  after  full  discussion  and  deliberation. 

A  Convention  to  amend  or  form  a  Constitution  of  Government,  should 
not  act  precipitately.  It  is  not  even  like  an  ordinary  legislative  body, 
whose  errors  of  legislation  may  be  corrected  by  tiie  next  annual  Legisla- 
ture. A  Convention  is  to  form  fundamental  and  permanent  laws,  and  if 
errors  and  imperfections  are  allowed  in  Constitutional  provisions,  they  are 
not  to  be  corrected  by  the  people,  to  whom  they  are  submited  for  adoption 
or  rejection  ;  the  people  are  to  take  or  reject,  in  manner,  form,  and  sub- 
stance, the  amendments  as  here  adopted  and  submited,  and  have  not  the 
power  to  amend  our  amendments. 

It  will  not  do  to  excuse  our  imperfections  on  hastily  adopted  provisions, 
to  say  to  the  people,  in  relation  to  the  Judiciary,  or  other  important 
branches  of  the  Government,  that  we  had  allowed,  day  after  day  of  our 
time,  to  be  consumed  in  discussing  mere  questions  of  order,  and  that  we  also 
had  allowed  so  much  of  that  time  to  be  consumed  in  discussing  the  pro- 
priety and  expediency  of  the  registry  law,  passed  by  a  late  Legislature, 
and  in  arraigning  the  motives  and  influence  by  which  that  law  was  passed, 
that  we  had  not  time  to  examine  and  consider,  with  attention,  the  organi- 
zation of  the  Judiciary  department,  and  that  we  hurried  over  it  with  impa- 
tience. 

I  do  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Lycoming,  (Mr.  Flemino.J  that 
it  is  to  be  presumed,  that  the  members  of  this  Convention  have  made  up 
their  minds  on  all  the  subjects  to  be  acted  on,  and  are  prepared  to  decide 
and  vote  on  them  at  once.  1  will  not  say  that  I  am  prepared  to  decide  on 
those  important  subjects  in  their  details,  as  prepcnted  to  us,  without  debate 
and  deliberation.  I  ramc  here  with  opinions  formed,  on  some  reflection, 
on  subjects  that  have  received  our  attention,  and  which  opinions  have  been 
changed  by  the  discussion  1  have  heard  in  i elation  to  the  subject  on  this 
floor.  Being  myself  open  to  reason  and  conviction,  1  indulge  no  such 
presumption  as  that  the  opinions  of  all  are  formed,  and  are  not  to  be  in- 
fluenced by  argument  and  discussion. 

Opinions,  in  relation  to  the  organization  of  Government,  will  undergo 
changes  from  reflection,  on  the  suggestions  and  arguments  of  others.-^ 
This  has  been  the  case  in  other  Conventions  for  the  foim^tipn  of  Con* 
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Btitutions  of  Government.  In  the  Convention  which  formed  and  adopted 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  which  had  within  it  the  assem- 
bled wisdom  of  these  United  States,  there  were  many  instances  of  change 
of  opinion  in  relation  to  the  or^nization  of  that  Government,  during  the 
progress  of  the  Convention.  Originally,  in  that  Convention,  by  a  vote  of 
eight  States  to  two,  the  election  of  the  President  was  given  to  the  National 
Legislature,  and  it  was  not  until  near  the  close  of  the  sittings  of  that  body, 
tliat  the  subject  of  the  election  of  the  President  was  submited  to  a  com- 
mittee, who  reported  a  mode  of  election  but  little  different  from  what  now 
exists.  Otiier  great  changes  were  made  in  provisions,  supposed,  at  first, 
to  be  sufficient  and  satisfactory.  The  proceedings  of  that,  and  every  other 
Convention  to  form  or  remodel  our  republican  Governments,  admonish  us 
how  necessary  deliberation  and  caution  are,  in  establishing  Constitutional 
provisions  which  are  to  be  of  permanent  obligation  ;  and,  that  opmions, 
early  formed,  yield,  and  ought  to  yield,  to  the  better  judgment  formed 
after  discussion  and  reflection. 

Is  it  the  determination  of  this  Convention  to  continue  its  session  until 
our  labors  are  finished,  and  the  amendments  submited  to  the  people  ?  As 
there  arc  a  variety  of  very  important  subjects  to  be  considered  and  acted 
upon,  they  will  require  time — it  must  engage  the  Convention  during  this 
month  and  the  next.  If  the  Convention  are  unwilling  to  sit  so  closely  en- 
gaged, during  the  month  ot  August,  and  endanger  their  health,  it  will  be 
better  to  adjourn  by  the  14th  of  July,  provided  an  adjournment  is  to  take 
place  for  a  time.  An  adjournment,  on  that  day,  would  accommodate, a 
large  number  of  the  Convention,  who  are  farmers,  and  whose  private  in- 
terests, at  this  season  of  approaching  harvest,  call  for  their  attention ;  and, 
it  is  believed,  that  the  public  interests  would  not,  in  any  manner,  be  pre- 
judiced by  an  adjournment  at  that  time.  'J*o  the  people,  it  makes  no  dif- 
ference whether  the  adjournment  he  in  July  or  August ;  whilst,  to  many 
in  the  Convention,  an  earlier  adjournment  would  be  very  desirable.  I  am 
disposed  to  consult  their  interests,  and  go  for  an  early  adjournment,  as  it 
would  not  be  any  injury  to  the  public  service.  I  do  not  believe,  that  the 
people  require  or  expect  this  Convention  to  remain  in  session  at  the  peril 
of  the  health  and  lives  of  members,  during  the  months  of  July  and  Au- 
gust. I  have  no  idea  that  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  are  suffering  under 
our  State  Government.  It  is  idle  and  unfounded  to  say,  that  the  people 
are  groaning  under  the  tyianny  of  the  Government,  as  has  been  said  on 
this  floor,  when  we  know  that  our  State  has  flourished,  and  our  people 
have  prospered. 

I  am  disposed  to  adjourn,  after  disposing  of,  in  committee  of  the  whole, 
the  report  of  the  commiitre  on  the  sixth  article,  now  under  consideration  ; 
and  am  wilhng  to  enter  upon  the  consideration  of  the  Judiciary.  I  will 
not  consent,  from  any  regnnl  to  time,  to  pass  over  this  department  at  a 
gallop ;  nor  will  I  agree,  that  its  important  provisions  shall  be  hurried 
over  in  an  afternoon  session,  and  that  great  radical  changes  shall  be  ham- 
mered out,  and  finished  with  a  single  lieat. 

It  is  alleged,  however,  that  the  question  of  adjournment  ought  to  be  post- 
poned, until  we  have  a  full  Convention.  To  my  mind,  however,  this  re- 
duced number  is  an  argument  in  favor  of  adjournment,  for  that  number 
will  bflHyjobabiy  more  reduced  by  the  absence  of  members  at  this  season ; 
9Qd,  if  tne  number  is  i)ot  sufficient  to  pass  upon  the  mere  question  of  i^* 
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journment,  it  is  not  to  be  deemed  sufficient  to  proceed  with  the  considen- 
tion  and  adoption  of  prominent  Constitutional  provisions.  Entertaining 
the  opinion,  that  the  season  and  circumstances  are  unfavorable  for  full  de- 
liberation, and  full  discussion  of  the  several  important  subjects  for  the 
attention  of  the  Convention,  and  that  the  public  interests  will  not  be  inju- 
red by  tlie  delay  till  October,  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of  the  resolution  to 
adjourn  on  the  14th  July. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  was  in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  the  gendemanfrom  Monroe, 
(Mr.  OvERFiELD,)  and  opposed  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Fhiladelphia,  (Mr.  Earle.)  The  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  says,  we 
ought  to  remain  to  act  upon  those  parts  of  the  Constitution  which  the  peo- 
ple require  to  have  some  action  upon  before  we  go  home  ;  at  least,  that  we 
ought  to  pass  upon  the  Judiciary  article.  Now,  the  gentleman  knows 
that  the  article  we  are  upon  contains  some  fifteen  or  sixteen  sections ;  that 
is,  the  standing  committee  have  reported  that  many ;  and  we  have  now 
just  passed  over  the  third  section  ;  and  every  gentleman  must  know  that 
we  passed  this  last  section  too  hastily,  as  its  language  is  such  as  was  not 
proper  to  be  inserted  in  a  Constitution,  which  should  be  in  the  most  ex- 
plicit terms  possible.  If  the  gentleman  would  just  reflect  for  a  moment 
on  the  progress  we  have  already  made,  he  would  be  satisfied  that  the 
sixth  article  alone  would  occupy  our  time  until  the  middle  of  July.  De- 
liberation was  necessary  at  every  step,  and  it  was  nearly  impossible  at 
this  season  of  the  year,  when  the  minds  and  bodies  of  the  memben 
appear  to  be  so  harrassed  and  wearied  by  incessant  and  long  sittings, 
forenoon  and  afterooon,  to  give  a  proper  attention  to  any  subject 
Every  one  must  have  seen  that  the  members  have  become  listless  and 
indifferent  to  the  discussions ;  no  gentleman  spoke  who  could  hold 
their  attention,  and  consequently  the  body  was  not  in  a  state  to  act 
upon  the  questions,  which  were  to  come  before  it.  Under  this  state  of 
the  case,  no  gentleman  could  rise  to  speak  here  for  the  purpose  of 
convincing  the  members  of  this  Convention,  therefore  what  he  nov 
said,  he  intended  as  much  for  his  constituents,  as  for  gentlemen  here. 
If  a  speech  is  made  here,  and  not  heard,  but  goes  before  the  public 
and  is  read,  then  it  has  not  been  made  for  nothing.  He  would  reply 
to  some  of  the  arguments  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr. 
Earle,)  if  he  were  a  more  easy  subject  of  conviction,  or  even  if  he 
had  about  him  the  ordinary  pliability  of  human  nature.  But  the  gen- 
tleman was  possessed  of  too  much  of  the  Davy  Crocket  principle  of 
**  go  ahead*',  right  or  wrong.  He  was  emphatically  a  confirmed  roan. 
Like  the  sheep,  if  you  attempt  to  head  him,  and  he  cannot  pass  you,  he 
will  go  straight  over  your  head.  If  he  cannot  go  through  you,  he  will 
pass  right  over  you.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  minonty 
obstructing  the  progress  of  business  in  this  House.  Now,  who  was  this 
minority,  by  which  business  had  been  so  much  impeded  ?  Is  there  any 
doubt  where  that  minority  is  to  be  discovered  ?  He  knew  of  no  distinc- 
tive minority  here  on  any  question,  unless  we  give  that  distinguished 
appellation  to  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Earle)  himself. 
Who  could  claim,  so  exclusively,  to  be  the  only  uniform,  persevMing, 
dogged  minority,  but  the  great  agitator  from  Philadelphia  himself  !^  Who, 
but  he,  would  have  the  h^ihood,  to  stand  solitary  and  alone  on  the  ques- 
tion of  giving  the  people  the  right  to  elect  the  county  officers?    He  if* 
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emphatically,  the  minority.  He  even  TOted  against  his  own  favorite 
project  of  ^ving  the  election  to  the  people,  and  in  the  imposing  minority 
of  one.  Why  does  he  charge  the  minority  with  hurrying  or  ohstructing 
the  business  of  the  House,  when  he  is  always  the  minority  ?  Every 
member  could  point  his  finger  at  the  minority  which  harrassed  this 
House,  and  by  the  indulgence  and  courtesy  of  the  House  he  was  permited 
to  harrass  it  as  much  as  he  pleased.  Why,  then,  does  the  gentleman  talk 
of  minority,  when  he  is  himself,  alone,  obnoxious  to  his  own  determina- 
tions ;  the  most  continued  minority,  if  not  the  profoundest  he  liad  ever 
heard  of  ?  As  to  himself,  (Mr.  D.  said)  he  had  been  a  week  at  a  time 
without  speaking  a  word,  except  for  the  purpose  of  mere  explanation,  in 
the  hope  that  his  example  might  be  followed  by  others,  as  little  likely  to 
instruct  the  body  as  himself — but  in  vain.  The  very  men  who  are  con- 
stantly calling  **  question",  upon  others,  are  those  who  are  most  eager  to 
occupy  the  time,  if  not  the  attention  of  the  Convention ;  and  after  a  long 
harangue  they  sit  down  and  call  for  the  question,  and  if  it  is  not  taken, 
they  next  move  the  previous  question.  He  had  all  along  cherished  the 
hope  that  we  might  get  through  our  business  during  the  present  sitting, 
but  he  believed  it  now  impossible.  Thirty  members  were  now  absent, 
and  it  would  be  out  of  our  power  to  keep  members  here  during  the 
harvest  season  particularly.  Many  would  go  home  with  or  without  leave, 
and  those  who  remained  would  be  as  we  now  see  them,  listless  and  in- 
different to  what  was  passing.  The  subject  in  hand  was  one  of  too  great 
and  abiding  interest  to  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth,  to  be  dis- 
posed of  under  such  circumstances.  In  this  view,  he  thought  we 
ought  to  adjourn  to  a  season  more  congenial  to  deliberate  consideration. 
But  there  was  another  reason  which  he  wished  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
gentlemen  ;  before  we  went  on  any  further,  he  hoped  the  people  would 
be  made  acquainted  with  the  expenses  of  this  Convention,  in  order  that 
they  might  compare  the  value  of  the  amendments  which  we  might  make 
to  our  present  admirable  Constitution,  with  their  cost.  If  the  people  had 
any  idea  of  our  expenses  it  was  more  than  he  had  had  within  a  few  days 
past 

He  hoped  the  proposition  intended  to  be  offered  by  the  gendeman  from 
Adams,  would  be  connected  witli  the  present  motion  to  adjourn,  and  it  was 
in  that  view  that  he  advocated  it.  That  is  to  submit  the  amendments 
already  passed  upon  to  the  people,  and  the  further  question  to  be  left  to 
their  vote  at  the  next  October  election,  whether  the  amendments  which 
were  yet  desired,  were  worth  the  expcted  cost.  If  the  probable  expenses 
of  the  Convention  will  be  half  a  million  of  dollars,  and  if  we  have 
already  expended  $75,000,  he  insisted  that  the  question  as  to  the  further 
sitting  of  the  Convention  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  people,  so  that  their 
vote  might  be  taken  upon  it. 

For  the  purpose  of  showing  our  daily  expenses,  he  would  now  submit 
a  statement,  prepared  by  one  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  body,  viz : 
Daily  pay  of  members,  ...  $400  00 

Printing  Debates,  Journals,  &c.,     -  •  •         100  00 

Daily  Chronicle,  -  -  -  •  02  00 

Ascertained  contingent  expenses,    -  -  •        112  00 

Stenographers,  •  -  -  •  30  00 

Steretaries,  -  -  -  -  -         32  00 


100  00 

8  00 

5  00 

2  00 

75  50 
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Postaffe,  -  -  .  -  . 

DooT-keepera,        -  -  .  -  - 

Sfrgeant-at-arms,  .  .  .  - 

Messengers,  -  -  -  -  - 

Supposed  contingencies,  ... 

Total,  per  day,  ....  $957  50 

To  this  daily  expense,  of  nearly  a  thousand  dollars,  was  to  be  added  tht 
mileage  of  the  members,  which  was  estimated  at  four  thousand  dollars,  or 
about  thirty-three  dollars  on  an  average  for  each  member.  To  this  ex- 
pense, was  also  to  be  added,  the  printing  of  the  reports  of  the  debates  and 
proceedings ;  and  if  we  sat  six  months  longer,  and  continued  to  make 
speeches  at  the  same  rate  we  have  done  heretofoie^ — and  an  adjournment 
would,  no  doubt,  bring  us  back  with  renewed  ardor,  and  a  new  stock  of 
matter  for  debate"— our  volume  of  reports  would,  hereafter,  go  by  the  name 
of  the  •'  Constitutional  Encyclopedia."  He  would  propose  to  print  it  in 
quarto,  like  the  Edinburgh  Encyclopedia,  in  order  that  the  work  might  be 
brought  within  a  reasonable  number  of  volumes. 

Mr.  Shellito  here  interposed,  and  called  the  gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  proceeded.  He  had  said  nothing  about  the  fly  questioD. 
If  the  gentleman  would  let  him  alone,  he  would  not  oppose  his  pioposi^ 
lion  to  keep  the  flies  in  Crawford  county  from  biting  the  cattle  ;  for  that, 
lie  understood,  was  the  only  amendment  to  the  Constitution  which  the 
gentleman  desired. 

At  a  moderate  calculation,  the  expenses  of  the  Convention  would  be  a 
thousand  dollars  a  day  ;  and  there  was,  probably,  not  a  man  in  the  State, 
out  of  this  body,  aware  of  this  fact.  What  the  minority  would  say  to  this 
statement,  he  did  not  know,  but  if  we  went  on  at  this  rate,  the  Convention 
would  cost  the  State  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars.  It  had  al- 
ready cost  seventy-five  thousand  dollars,  and  upwards,  and  what  have  we 
done  ?  Changed  the  day  of  the  meeting  of  the  Legislature,  and  of  the  an* 
nual  election,  which  the  people  would  probably  put  back  again.  In  fact, 
there  had  been  nothing  acted  upon  conclusively.  All  that  had  been  done, 
was  the  passing  of  certain  amendments  through  committee  of  the  whole, 
and  they  would  yet  have  to  pass  two  readings.  If,  too,  he  was  not  very 
much  mistaken,  we  would  have  to  go  into  committee  again,  on  some  of  the 
amendments  which  we  have  now  made.  We  have  spent  day  after  day 
upon  articles  of  the  Constitution,  which  the  people  never  thought  of  alte^ 
ing  or  amending.  We  have  changed  the  day  of  meeting  of  the  Legislature 
from  December  to  January,  and  every  person  he  had  heard  speak  on  the 
subject,  was  hostile  to  it.  He  himself  thought  it  was  right,  and  voted  for 
it ;  but  he  now  intended  to  move  to  put  it  back  where  it  stood  before,  if  he 
was  supported  in  that  measure.  We  have  chanced  the  time  of  holding 
the  general  elections,  from  the  second  to  the  third  Tuesday  in  October,  at 
a  cost  of  about  ten  thousand  dollars ;  and  he  would  ask  any  reformer  in 
his  county,  whether  he  would  be  willing  to  give  this  sum  out  of  the  public 
treasury  for  this  change.  He  believed  many  of  them  would  be  glad  if  it 
was  put  back  again  to  the  second  Tuesday.  When  he  went  home  a  few 
days  ago,  he  thought  he  would  be  pleasing  the  people  very  much  by  tell* 
ing  them  that  we  had  made  an  amendment,  changing  the  day  of  meeting 
of  the  L^gifUturey  and  of  holding  the  elections ;  but  they  aiked  him  wbal 
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were  ihe  use  of  sueh  amendments  as  these ;  and  said,  that  if  we  could  do 
nothins^  better  than  this,  we  had  better  adjourn  and  go  home.  He  thought 
he  had  done  great  things,  by  telling  the  people  that  we  had  made  these 
amendments,  and  this  was  the  way  he  was  answered  by  them.  The  fact 
was,  the  people  were  disgusted  with  the  course  of  proceeding  here.  We 
haTe  passed  upon  a  section  in  committee  of  the  whole,  giving  the  people 
the  light  of  electing  their  county  officers,  which  section  was  so  confused, 
mnd  perplexed,  that  we  would  have  to  change  the  language  from  one  end 
to  the  other ;  and,  perhaps,  in  doing  so,  we  will  be  compelled  to  go  again 
into  a  discussion  of  the  principles  ot  the  amendment.  The  other  amend- 
ments which  we  have  made,  are  those  in  relation  to  the  right  of  suffraffe, 
and  changing  the  time  of  residence,  to  entitle  to  the  exercise  of  that  rightt 
from  two  years  to  one.  Now,  he  asked,  whether  it  was  not  proper  that 
these  matters  should  go  before  the  public,  so  that  the  people  might  take 
the  subject  into  consideration ;  because,  if  this  little  had  cost  seventy-five 
thousand  dollars,  what  would  it  cost  to  pass  upon  the  whole  Constitution* 
If  it  had  cost  this  immense  sum,  to  get  these  few  amendments  through 
committee  of  the  whole,  what  would  it  cost  to  get  all  the  amendments  pro- 
posed to  be  introduced  by  various  gentlemen,  through  two  several  readings? 
He  would  ask  whether  it  was  not  worthy  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
people  of  this  Commonwealth,  whether  they  would  spend  three  hundred 
thousand  dollars  to  obtain  these  amendments.  He  believed  seriously,  if 
Ihe  people  had  ever  thought  that  it  would  cost  such  a  sum,  or  any  where 
near  such  a  sum,  there  never  would  have  been  a  majority  in  favor  of  call- 
ing a  Convention ;  not  but  what  some  of  them  might  be  anxious  for  some 
changes,  but,  considering  the  prosperous  condition  of  the  Commonwealth 
■inee  the  adoption  of  the  present  Constitution,  he  questioned  whether  any 
person  would  urge  these  amendments  at  the  price  which  they  would  inevi- 
tably eott.  Certainly,  during  the  present  condition  of  the  moneyed  concema 
of  the  State,  no  gentleman  could  desire  to  force  this  additional  tax  upon 
the  people.  He  could  see  no  plausible  reason  for  silting  here  longer  at 
present  We  cannot  possibly  get  through  the  Constiuition  in  committee 
of  the  whole,  during  the  month  of  July,  much  less  finish  our  labors.  It 
had  been  s-iid  that  the  judiciary  article  itself  would  consume  a  month's  time 
which  would  bring  us  into  the  hot  weather  in  Au^rust,  when  it  was  not  te 
be  expected  that  gentlemen  would  be  in  a  condition  to  deliberate  upon  a 
aahject  to  all  important  to  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth.  He  was 
folly  of  opinion,  that  if  we  adjourned  over  until  the  cool  weather,  that  we 
would  be  able  to  do  more  bustiness  in  one  day  than  we  rould  do  now  in 
twoy  and  he  was  also  in  favor  of  a.ijourning  over  until  after  the  elections, 
ao  that  there  might  be  something  Vid.e  an  expression  of  the  people  on  the 
anbject.  This  he  conceived,  would  have  a  very  salutary  etfect  upon  all 
parties.  As  to  the  occupation  of  the  time  of  the  Convention  in  debate,  he 
cast  no  reflections  upon  any  gentleman  on  this  floor,because  he  was  equal- 
ly obnoxious  to  the  charge,  if  it  was  made,  as  he  had  occupied  the  aiten- 
tioD  of  the  Convention  his  full  share,  and  he  would  continue  to  occupy  it 
ao  long  as  duty  called  him  to  do  it,  and  whenever  it  did,  he  should  make 
no  excuses  for  performing  that  duty.  This  he  should  do  fearlessly  and 
faithfully,  let  what  would  be  said  about  it  by  gendemen  here.  Would  hia 
constituents  place  confidence  in  him,  when  duty  called  him  to  expiesa 
their  opinions,  or  his  own,  if  he  was  to  say  he  could  not  do  it,  because  he 
TOL.  ni.  f3 
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would  not  be  listened  to  by  this  body.  This  would  not  be  a  sofficient 
apology  for  him,  and  it  was  one  that  he  should  never  avail  himself  of. — 
He  imagined,  however,  that  all  gentlemen  would  be  listened  to  with  atten- 
tion, if  they  spoke  well  and  to  3ie  purpose.  Then  let  every  gentleman 
speak  good  sound  sense ;  let  him  study  well  what  he  was  going  to  say, 
and  give  all  subjects  he  intended  to  discuss,  a  previous  examination,  and 
he  would  be  listened  to,  and  his  arguments  would  have  their  full  weight 
He  would  take  this  occasion  to  say,  that  it  gave  him  great  pleasure  to  find 
that  there  were  so  many  gentlemen  on  the  floor  of  the  Convention,  who 
were  so  able  to  do  honor  to  themselves,  and  to  the  Commonwealth  ol 
Pennsylvania  in  the  way  of  debate.  It  was  with  piide,  that  he  looked 
arouna  and  saw  so  many  gentlemen  capable  of  introducing  arguments  so 
logical,  and  expressions  so  beautiful  as  we  have  heard  on  this  floor ;  and 
this  he  looked  upon  as  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favor  of  a  repub- 
lican government.  He  hoped  gentlemen  might  consider  this  question  wd, 
and  make  up  their  minds  to  adjourn  over  until  a  time  more  propitious  for 
deliberation  than  the  present,  for  it  was  very  evident  that  the  body  was  in 
no  condition  now,  to  deliberate  upon  the  various  important  subjects  which 
would  be  brought  before  it 

Mr.  Earle  said,  if  the  friends  of  reform  had  doubted,  for  a  moment,  of 
the  propriety  of  voting  down  this  resolution,  the  speech  of  the  gentleman 
from  Franklin  must  convince  them,  that  it  ought  to  be  negatived.  The 
gentleman  had  told  us,  what  we  knew,  from  the  beginning  of  his  remaiksi 
Siat  they  were  not  intended  for  this  Convention,  but  for  the  people. 
Now,  the  gentleman  is  for  making  reform  unpopular,  and  he  had  opody 
declared  that  the  best  way  of  effecting  this  object,  is  to  get  an  adjoum- 
ment,  which  will  increase  the  expenses  of  the  Convention.  He  has  told  ns 
that  the  people  aie  dissatisfied  with  the  expenses  of  the  Convention,  yet 
he  endeavors  to  make  them  doubly  great,  by  getting  an  adjournment  over 
to  some  future  day,  when  he  and  others  will  come  back  with  fresh  mate- 
rials, and  doubly  laden  with  speeches,  so  that  we  will  never  be  able  to 
get  any  question.  Ho  had  never  yet  seen  the  gentleman  ready  to  take 
a  question  ;  and  whether  he  might  be  called  a  big  lawyer,  or  a  little  one, 
he  was  always  ready  to  make  two  or  three  speeches  on  every  subject,  and 
sometimes  that  many  in  one  day.  The  gentleman  wishes  to  make 
reform  and  reformers  unpopular,  so  that  he  may  get  the  next  Legislature 
elected  for  the  purpose  of  repealing  the  Convention  law  ;  and  he  wishes 
to  adjourn  over,  to  give  ihem  the  opportunity  of  doing  this.  It  must  be 
apparent  to  every  gentleman,  that  a  plot  has  been  formed  on  the  part  of 
some  gentlemen  here,  to  bafHe  all  attempts  at  reform,  by  the  prolonging 
of  our  debates,  and  tlie  wasting  of  our  time. 

The  Chair  said,  it  was  not  in  order,  to  say  that  any  gentleman  ▼** 
toncemed  in  a  plot. 

Mr.  Earle  then  wished  to  know,  if  it  would  be  in  order  to  state  a  fact 
The  gentleman  from  Franklin  had  stated,  in  relation  to  his  (Mr.  E*t.) 
course,  what  was  not  a  fact,  and  he  now  wished  to  know  whether  it 
would  be  in  order  to  state  what  was  the  fact,  in  relation  to  that  giDtlemm. 
What  he  wished  to  state  was,  that  that  gentleman  had  endeavored^  by 
all  the  arts  in  his  power,  to  prevent  ns  from  getting  a  question  settled  on 
last  Fridavt  and  it  was  the  same  case  on  Saturday ;  and  he  had  hesid 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  18tT.  ISO 

that  gentleman  congratulate  one  of  his  friends,  in  having  succeeded  in 
keeping  off  the  question  until  they  got  an  adjournment. 

The  Chair  said,  it  was  out  of  odrer  to  introduce  personal  difficultiei 
here ;  and  it  was  entirely  improper  for  a  gentleman  to  bring  into  a  debate 
on  this  floor,  any  thing  which  he  had  overheard  in  another  place. 

Mr.  Earle  said,  we  had  got  the  previous  question  on  this  subject  lately 
under  discussion,  and  carried  it,  but  it  was  not  with  the  consent  of  the  gentle^ 
man  from  Fianklin.  The  reformers  were  anxious  to  adopt  the  measures  of 
reform  proposed,  speedily,  and  then  adjourn  and  go  home ;  but  the  gen* 
tleman  talks  of  expenses  one  minute,  and  the  next,  he  proposes  to  double 
the  expenses,  for  the  purpose  of  making  reform  unpopular.  Mr.  E.  was 
in  favor  of,  at  least,  passing  through  the  Constitution  in  committee  of  the 
Tvhole,  and  then  we  could  go  home  to  our  constituents  with  the  conscious* 
ness  of  having  done  something,  and  he  thought  with  the  assurance  that 
the  people  would  be  satisfied  with  our  labors ;  but  if  we  now  adjourned, 
be  feared  it  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  people.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  healths  of  members,  and  of  the  danger  of  contracting 
disease  in  Harrisburg,  by  those  gentlemen  who  were  in  favor  of  an  ad- 
journment ;  but  he  believed  there  was  nothing  in  it,  and  that  it  was  all  for 
mere  effect.  There  never  was  less  disease  in  this  place  than  at  present  ^ 
and  daring  the  sitting  of  the  Legislature  in  the  winter  season,  there  were 
almost  always  more  members  on  the  sick  list,  than  there  were  at  the 
present  time  in  this  Convention.  All  this  discussion  in  relation  to  health, 
expense,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  was  for  sheer  effect,  and  ought  not  to 
weigh  a  feather  with  the  reformers  of  this  body.  The  gentleman  from 
Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop)  had  personally  attacked  him,  (Mr.  ^E.),  and 
said  that  he  gave  a  vote  solitary  and  alone,  against  the  election  of  certain 
ofiicers  by  the  people.  If  he  iiad  done  so,  he  had  not  done  as  the  genQe* 
man  from  Franklin  had  done,  made  four  or  five  speeches  against  an 
amendment,  and  then  voted  for  it.  Mr.  E.  had  spoken  against  the  amend* 
ment,  and  he  voted  against  it ;  and  it  was  not  a  fact,  that  he  had  voted  against 
it  because  it  went  to  give  the  election  of  those  ofiicers  to  the  people.  He 
had  voted  against  it,  because  it  contained  matters  which  he  was  opposed 
to,  and  not  because  it  went  to  give  the  election  to  the  people.  The 
report  of  the  committee  proposed  to  give  the  elections  to  the  people,  and 
so  did  all  the  other  amendments  which  had  been  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Convention,  and  no  man  had  a  right  to  say  that  he  voted  against  giving 
those  elections  to  the  people,  as  it  was  not  the  fact.  But  the  gentleman 
had  seen  proper  to  say  this,  and  no  doubt  to  place  him  in  an  unfavorable 
position  before  the  public,  as  he  had  called  upon  the  stenographers  to  take 
down  what  he  said,  as  it  was  intended  for  the  public.  Now,  he  would 
ask  that  gendeman,  whether  he  had  not  made  a  motion  to  adjourn  over 
from  Friday  to  Monday,  and  whether  that  motion  did  not  create  a  great 
deal  of  debate,  which,led  to  a  useless  expenditure  of  the  people's  money; 
and  he  would  furthermore  ask  him,  whether  he  had  not  given  as  a  reason 
why  he  desired  that  adjournment,  that  he  wanted  time  to  read  and  inform 
himself  on  tlie  subject  then  before  the  Convention  ;  and,  whether  he  had 
not  been  seen  walking  the  streets  all  afternoons,  instead  of  being  at  home, 
reading,  as  he  said  he  desired  to. 

The  Chaie  said,  it  ^as  entirely  out  of  order  |o  be  inUKKluciag  here  ocf 
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Mr.  Earle  had  understood  that  it  was  in  order  to  introduce  matlen  of 
this  kind,  when  a  gentleman  from  Luzerne  had  introduced  a  privatB  eon- 
Tersation  which  had  occured  in  his  boarding  house. 

The  Chair  lemarked,  that  it  was  his  decision  that  no  member  had  the 
right  to  make  himself  the  censor  of  the  conduct  of  any  other  member  of 
the  body  ;  nor,  had  he  any  right  to  introduce  any  matters  here  which  had 
transpired  between  himself  and  other  members  of  the  body. 

Mr.  Earle  said,  as  he  understood,  that  a  gentleman  from  York  had  in- 
tended offering  an  amendment,  he  would  withdraw  his  for  the  present 

Mr.  HoPKiNsoN,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  when  the  question  of  ad- 

i'ournment  was  last  up,  he  had  expressed  his  opinion,  that  there  ought  to 
\e  no  adjournment  until  the  Convention  should  have  got  through  itslabois, 
or  at  least,  until  the  several  articles  of  the  Constitution  were  passed 
through  committee  of  the  whole.     He  denied,  tliat  he  came  under  the  re* 
proach  of  the  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Earlb.)— 
lie  (Mr.  H.)  felt  disposed  to  vote  for  the  original  motion  to  adjourn.  And, 
he  would  state,  in  a  few  words,  why  he  now  entertained  a  different  opi- 
nion from  what  he  held  before.     The  Convention  had  been  in  session 
nine  weeks,  and  very  little  had  been  done.     We  were  now  on  the  point 
of  coming  into  action — were  just  approaching  the  field  of  battle.    It  was 
before  us,  and  what  was  the  hope,  and  what  was  the  prospect?    The 
sixth  article  was  not  yet  disposed  of,  and  much  remained  to  be  said  and 
done  with  respect  to  it.     There  was  another  subject,  which  was  dT  the 
Tery  highest  importance— all  other  subjects  sank  into  insignificance  whea 
compared  with  it,  and  that  was,  the  tenure  of  of!ice  of  the  Judges,  whieh 
was  still  to  be  acted  upon.     He  would  ask,  if  that  was  to  bediecuased  in  a 
fatigued  and  inattentive  Convention  ?     He  hoped  not.     He  conceived  that 
there  was  no  time  to  discuss  it  ns  it  ought  to  be,  without  sitting  the  emn- 
ner  through.     Besides  these,  there  were  other  matters  to  be  diacusied-* 
there  were  various  plans  proposed  for  th:*  re-or^anizaiion  of  all  the  coorts. 
Could  gentlemen  imagine  »  more  inpoi  tant  subject  ihan  that  ?  The  districts, 
too,  were  to  be  remodeled.     In  fact,  an  infinite  number  of  eubjeris  had 
yet  to  be  considen^d,  discussed,  and  disposed  of.     Well,  then,  eonld  any 
gentlemen  liereex)  ect  to  get  through  before  the  Ist  of  August,  or  iSeptem« 
ber  7    If  tlity  were  willing  to  sit  here  the  whole  summer,  let  them  do  to. 
Here  he  was,  and  here  he  would  be,  if  that  was  to  be  their  detenu inalieii. 
But,  let  them  not  deceive  themselves  by  imagining,  that  they  would  doae 
tlieir  business  by  that  time.     In  what  he  was  now  about  to  say,  he  meant 
to  give  no  man  any  offence.    Gentlemen  must  have  noticed  that  there  had 
been,  within  the  last  few  days,  a  veiy  thin  attendance  of  members.    To 
whom  did  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  entrust  their  Constitution,  in  order 
that  they  might  revise  it  ?     One  hundied  and  tiiirty-three  men,  in  whom 
they  had  confidence.     "Where  were  they  ?     Their  chairs  were  here.*— 
Three  fourths  of  them  could  scarcely  be  got  together.     Did  the  people  say 
that  three  fourths  should  revise  their  Constitution — make  laws  for  them 
and  their  children  ?     He  regreted  that  so  few  were  here.     But,  he  regreted 
it,  particularly,  when  business  of  this  important  character  required  their 
close  and  regular  attendance  here.     If  members  should  continue  to  absent 
themselves  as  they  had  done,  there  would  not,  in  a  fortnight  hence,  be  i 
quorum  left.     There  was  an  apathy — a  listlessness,  prevailing  in  the 
body,  and  looking  at  the  condition  of  things  in  every  aspect  in  wluch  ibcy 
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could  be  Yieved,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusiont  that  the  best  coane 
which  they  could  adopt  was  to  go  home,  and  leave  their  work  half  donet 
than  remain  and  finish  it  with  half  their  number  present* 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  replied  to  the  gendeman  from  Franklin, 
(Mr.  DuNLOP.)  He  entertained  the  belief,  that  his  constituents  would  not 
censure,  or  find  fault  with  him,  for  any  thing  that  he  or  the  Convention 
had  done.  There  could  be  no  doubt,  that  when  the  gentleman  had  under- 
taken to  arraign  the  Convention,  he  had  done  so  for  effect  beyond  these 
walls.  Before  venturing  to  speak  of  the  daily  expenses  of  the  Conven- 
tion, he  ought  to  have  shown,  that  it  was  sitting  at  a  greater  expense  than 
other  bodies  of  a  like  character.  He  (Mr.  B.)  found,  that  the  expenses  of 
the  Legislature  of  1835-0,  of  which  the  gentleman  was  a  member,  were 
greater  than  those  of  this  Convention,  and  that  body,  on  the  average,  did 
not  sit  so  many  hours,  and  was  not  so  fully  attended,  in  proportion  to  its 
numbers.  In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  there  were  more  absen- 
tees, daily,  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  members.  He  admited  that, 
heretofore,  he  had  opposed  the  lesolution  to  adjourn ;  but,  circumstances 
had  greatly  changed  since  thnt  time.  He  had  hoped,  that  when  gentlemen 
took  upon  themselves  a  public  duty,  they  would  have  regarded  it  as  para- 
mount to  their  private  interests.  Much  had  been  said  with  respect  to  the 
warm  weather,  and  of  our  being  exhausted,  and  unable  to  attend  to  our 
labors.  The  Convention  of  1780-00,  which  consisted  of  only  half  the 
number  of  memi)ers  of  the  present  Convention,  sat  in  the  w%rm  months  of 
August  and  September.  They  were  four  months  in  session,  notwith- 
standing fewer  amendments  were  required  by  the  people.  They  cared 
nothing  about  the  warm  weather.  He  much  feared  that  this  dread  of  the 
warm  weather  had  led  to  the  lesult  he  could  have  desired  to  prevent-— a 
temporary  adjournment.     It  was  with  regret,  that  he  perceived  so  many 

Entlemen  absent  from  their  seats ;  and,  if  gentlemen  were  determined  to 
ive  the  scene  of  their  labors,  the  Oo.ivention  had  better  adjourn,  to  meet 
•gain  at  some  future  time,  when  the  business,  wliich  we  were  sent  here 
to  transact,  would  be  disposed  of,  without  any  sacrifice  of  the  public  time^ 
or  money.  He  did  not  agree  with  his  colleague,  (Mr.  EARLE)hs  to  the  ulti- 
mate result  to  which  the  Convention  would  come,  if  they  were  to  adjoumt 
and  meet  again  to  (inisii  their  business.  He  (Mr.  B.)  had  every  confidence 
in  the  people,  and  the  delegates  whom  they  had  sent  here,  and  he  had  no 
donbtif  when  we  should  assemble  again,  such  amendments  would  be  made 
to  the  Constitution  as  were  required  by  the  people.  He  believed,  that  if  a 
YOte  were  to  betaken,  six  months  hence,  on  each  of  the  amendments  already 
adopted,  it  would  be  the  same.  Gentlemen  here  were  not  to  be  frightened 
out  of  ofiering  such  amendments  to  the  Constitution,  as  they  thought 
would  meet  the  wishes  and  desires  of  the  people,  because  they  might 
cause  an  expenditure  of  a  hundred  dollars,  or  a  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
If  he  could  bring  himself  to  believe,  for  one  moment,  that  the  people  of 
Pennsylvania  rcfi^arded  the  expenditure  of  a  few  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
incured  in  changing  important  principles  in  their  Constitution,  he  would 
deem  them  unworthy  of  a  free  Government.  But  this,  however,  he  did 
not  believe.  He  refretcd,  that  the  gentleman  from  Franklin  (Mr.  Dunlop) 
should  have  gone  into  an  estimate  of  the  expenses  of  the  Convention,  and 
thus  have  created  unnecessary  debate  and  excitement.  It  was  wholly 
unnecessary,  and  a  work  of  supererogation.    When  the  people  called  thie 
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Convention,  for  the  purpose  of  remodeling  the  Constitution  of  the  State, 
they  did  not  take  into  consideration  the  expense.     In  fact,  they  cared 
nothing  about  the  expense,  as  compared  with  their  desire  to  have  the  Con- 
stitution amended.     Their  creed  was — millions  for  defence,  but  not  a  cent 
for  tribute.     They  wished  to  get  rid  of  those  features  in  it  which  kept 
them  in  bondage,  and  were  at  war  with  free  principles  of  Government, 
and  opposed  to  the  intelligence  and  integrity  of  the  people.     He  felt  sure, 
that  the  gentleman's  appeal  to  them  would  be  without  eflecU     For  him- 
self, he  would  not  dare  to  make  such  an  appeal  to  his  constituents,  with- 
out expecting  to  receive  a  rebuke  from  them.     Gentlemen  weie  sent  here 
to  discuss  and  deliberate,  in  order  to  ascertain  what  are  the  opinions  of  the 
people  of  the  whole  State,  and  to  act  accordingly.     The  people  had  a 
right  to  be  heard,  and  would  be  heard,  no  matter  what  might  be  the  ex 
pense,  which  they  would  not  at  all  regret.     He  had  not  seen  a  letter,  or 
a  newspaper,  containing  any  complaint,  either  as  to  the  time  which  had 
been  consumed,  or  the  expense  that  had  been  incured.     He  had  only  seen 
in  a  country  paper,  or  two,  an   attempt  to  question  whether  the   Con- 
vention had  not  wasted  their  time.     From  the  time  he  came  here,  up 
to  the  present  moment,  he  had  been  but  three  days  away  from  Harrisburg, 
and  not  one  hour  had  he  been  absent  from  the  deliberations  of  the  Con- 
vention, whilst  in  town.     When  he  came  here,  he  did  so  with  a  determina- 
tion to  leave  all  his  private  feelings  and  interests  behind  him,  and  to  devote 
himself  entirely  to  the  perfermance  of  those  duties  which  he  bad  assumed 
in  behalf  of  his  constituents.     Although  he  knew  many  gentlemen  in  favor 
of  reform,  who  desired  an  adjournment,  he  would  vote  against  it.    If, 
however,  the  Convention  should  adjourn,  he  was  willing  to  go  wheie- 
soever  it  might  go — whether  in  a  season  of  sickness  or  of  health,  in  warm 
weather,  or  in  cold.     And,  having  done  that,  he  would  go  back  to  hii 
constituents,  and  inform  them  what  the  Convention  had  done,  and  then 
would  deliver  up  his  trust  into  their  hands — having  discharged  his  duty. 
Mr.  PoRTSR,  of  Northampton,  said,  he  presumed  that  when  the  people 
of  Pennsylvania  called  this  Convention,  they  did  not  enter  into  a  calcula- 
tion of  dollars  and  cents — they  wished  us  to  take  into  consideration  what 
amendments  were  necessary  to  be  made  to  the  Constitution,  and  did  not 
think,  or  care  about  the  expense  of  making  them.     That  was  a  matter  of 
secondary  importance.     It  was,   therefore,  our  duty  to  carry  out  their 
wishes.     He  did  not  think,  with  all  due  deference  to  gentlemen,   who 
talked  about  the  expense  of  this  Convention,  that  they  paid  any  compliment 
to  the  public,  or  added  to  the  reputation  of  this  body  by  indulging  in  re- 
marks of  that  character.     In  matters,   where  principles  were  concerned, 
he  considered  money  as  naught.     He  was  as  much  opposed  to  the  ex- 
travagant expenditure  of  money  as  any  man ;  but  when  the  people  desired 
a  particular  course  of  proceedings  to  be  had,  he  never  would  attempt  to 
come  in  competition  with  the  will  of  the  people.     He  confessed  that  ht 
was  as  desirous  of  seeing  the  expenses  of  the  Convention  curta'ded  as  much 
as  possible — for  he  was   anxious  that  the  public  money  should  not  be 
squandered.     But,  we   must  not,  through   fear,  be  driven  from  the  per- 
formance of  our  duties.     It  was  with  a  view  to  shorten  the  labors  of  the 
Convention  that  he  had  submited  his  amendment,  which  he  thought  might 
possibly  meet  the  views  of  the  majority.    He  was  anxious  that  the  Coo* 

Y«Rlion  ibouM  i^ourp  \o  some  future  timas  M  ))•  tbouKb(  tl^iiif  A* 
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mmendment  should  be  adopted  we  would  be  able  to  do  much  before  the 

Seriod  of  the  adjournment.  His  impression  was,  that  a  great  deal  might 
e  done  by  the  14th  inst.  Peihaps  we  might  get  through  the  first  reading 
of  the  Constitution  by  that  time — when  it  could  be  laid  before  the  people, 
so  that  they  might  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion  as  to 
the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  what  we  had  done.  He  thought  we 
might  easily  arrange  our  business  to  adjourn  on  the  14th  of  July.  The 
gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Brown)  had  talked  in  a 
spirit  of  pride,  about  his  not  having  been  home  but  once  since  he  came 
here,  and  of  his  not  caring  to  go  home  until  we  should  have  got  through 
our  business. 

Mr.  Brown,  here  explained  that  he  had  merely  stated  the  fact,  and  did 
not  mean  to  cast  any  reflection  on  the  course  of  any  gentleman. 

Mr.  Porter  :  The  gentleman  has  no  wife  or  children. 

Mr.  Brown  :  Still  I  have  a  family,  and  have  a  business  to  attend  to. 

Mr.  Porter  said,  if  the  gentleman  from  the  county  did  not  want  to  go 
home  to  see  his  wife  and  children,  he  (Mr.  P.)  did.  AAer  what  had  been 
said  by  the  venerable  delegate  from  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Hopkin- 
son)  he  thought  it  must  be  manifest  to  every  gentleman,  that  we  should 
not  be  able  to  get  through  our  labors  at  the  present  sitting  of  the  Conven- 
tion, and  therefore  it  was  better  to  adjourn  on  the  14th  insU  He  ^Mr.  P.) 
had  no  fear  of  members  coming  back  here  with  a  variety  of  speecnes  pre- 
]>ared  to  be  delivered,  and  even  if  they  should,  it  was  doubtless  better  that 
they  should  be  given,  than  that  we  should  have  more  random  speeches, 
such  as  had  already  been  delivered,  full  of  wild  chimeras,  spoken  without 
a  moment^s  reflection,  elicited  on  the  spur  of  the  moment. 

Mr.  DoNNELL,  of  York,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  adding  the 
following :  **  provided  that  all  the  articles  of  the  Constitution  have  been 
passed  through  the  committee  of  the  whole". 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  said,  that  he  would  vote  against  the  original 
resolution,  if  this  amendment  should  not  be  adopted.  And,  he  would  be 
very  much  mistaken  if  it  should  not  be.  The  views  of  gentlemen  with 
regard  to  the  proposed  adjournment  were  now  tolerably  well  known.  For 
himself,  he  would  vote  agamst  the  amendment  to  the  amendment.  Thost 
who  would  vote  for  it  consisted  of  three  or  four  classes.  The  ultra  con- 
■•rvatives  had  openly  avowed  their  opposition  to  make  any  amendments 
to  the  Constitution.  Their  opposition,  however,  had  been  direct,  open, 
and  manly.  He  honoured  them  for  the  candid  expression  of  their  senti- 
ments, although  he  did  not  approve  of  their  course.  There  was  another 
set  of  conservatives  here,  who  had  been  carrying  on  this  Fabian  war,  but 
who  were  not  stiong  enough  to  successfully  oppose  the  amendments  which 
were  oflTered,  and  consequently  indulged  themselves  in  throwing  every 
obstacle  in  the  way,  which  their  ingenuity  could  devise.  They  had  pro- 
Toked  discussion,  when  none  was  needed,  and  those  favorable  to  amend- 
ments had  fallen  into  the  snare  perhaps  too  readily.  He  trusted  that  a 
spirit  of  compromise  would  animate  our  proceedings,  and  that  each  man 
would  surrender  something  in  order  to  obtain  unanimity,  and  promote  the 
wishes  of  each  as  far  as  practicable.  There  were  two  classes  of  men 
who  would  vote  for  an  adjournment,  and  who  would  go  home  to  say  that, 
by  the  exercise  of  a  little  ingenuity  and  concert  between  them,  they  had 
succeeded  in  preventing  any  thing  from  being  done.    They  would  say 
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we  have  managed  to  out-manoBuvrt  the  radicals  and  agrarians,  and  nothing 
hai  been  done  in  regard  to  amending  the  Constitntion.  They  would 
point,  too,  to  the  expense  attending  the  Convention — ^that  it  cost  Uie  State 
a  thousand  dollars  a  day,  and  had  already  put  them  to  the  expense  of 
•e?enty-five  thousand  dollars.  The  newspapers  opposed  to  reform  would 
make  the  most  of  it,  and  before  the  next  election,  the  amount  would  be 
swelled  to  fifteen  hundred  dollars  per  day.  If,  then,  the  Convention 
should  now  adjourn  to  meet  again  here,  and  the  Legislature  should  turn 
us  out  of  this  Hall,  we  would  be  obliged  to  have  a  third  meeting.  We 
would  create  ourselves  a  sort  of  Rump  Parliament,  like  that  which  once 
existed  in  England.  Looking  to  the  division  of  sentiment  among  gentle- 
men here,  and  of  the  different  couises  they  had  seen  proper  to  pursue,  ht 
would  content  himself  with  voting  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  York,  (Mr.  Donnell)  and  against  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Gamble  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

And  the  question  being  taken  on  the  amendment,  it]was  decided  in  the 
negative—- yeas  43 ;  nays  5&— as  follows : 

TsAS. — Mcfltni.  Agnew,  BajDe,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Pliib-> 
ddphia,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Daapbin,  Clarke,  oflndiana,  Cochran,  Crain, 
Dvrah,  Bonnell,  Doran,  Dunlop,  Earle,  Farreliy,  Fleming,  Gamble,  Geirhart,  Grendl, 
Hayharat,  Helflfenatein,  Hiester,  Keim,  Kerr,  M'Shcrrj,  Miller,  Montgomerr,  Myen, 
Nevin,  Pnrriance,  Read,  Riter,  Ritter,  Shellito,  Smith,  Smyth,  Sterigere,  Stevens,  Stickal, 
Taggart,  Young — 43. 

NATSit — Meaoa.  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Bamdollar,  Carey,  Chamben,  Chandler,  of  Cha^ 
lar,Chauncey,CleaTinger,  Cline,  Crum,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickeiaon, 
Billinger,  Forward,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gilmore,  Hastings,  Henderaon,of  Alle^Moy, 
Hendorson,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkinaon,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenki,  Kennedy,  Konigmachar, 
Krebe,  Maclay,  Mann,  M*CalI,  M'Dowell,  Meredith,  Merkel,  Overficid,  Pennypadff, 
Pollock  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Rogers,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Sellers,  SerriOy  Scbeali^ 
KU,  SniTely,  Swetland,  Thomas,  l*odd,  'Weidman,  Sergeant,  Pretideru — 55. 

Mr.  KoNiGMACHBR  moved  to  strike  out  <*this  place"  and  insert  **Lan* 
•aster". 

Mr.  DoRAN  moved  to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of  the  amend- 
ment, together  with  the  resolution,  indefinitely. 

Mr.  Sterigere  rose  and  said,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  occupy  much  of 
the  time  of  the  Convention,  in  what  he  was  about  to  say.  When  he  wn 
elected  a  delegate  to  this  body,  he  expected  and  desired  to  come  here  snd 
discharge  his  duties  in  the  shortest  possible  time.  His  belief,  at  this  mo* 
ment  was,  that  if  we  adjourned  to  meet  again,  the  consequence  would  be 
that  more  time  would  be  consumed  than  if  we  remained  here  and  closed 
our  labors.  He  understood  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Por- 
ter) to  allude  to  him  as  having  thrown  censure  upon  his  proposition.  Hs 
wonld  tell  that  gentleman  that  he  did  not  mean  to  do  any  such  thing,  or 
even  complain  of  it.  But,  being  under  that  impression,  he  had  taken  oe- 
eaaion  to  make  some  remarks  personal  to  himself,  (Mr.  S.) 

The  Chair  called  the  gentleman  to  order.  He  did  not  understand  the 
gentleman  from  Northampton  to  speak  of  any  gentleman*s  course  here. 

Mr.  Sterigere  resumed.  He  did  not  think  it  necessary,  or  called  for, 
that  a  geutleman  should  do  so.  He  had  not  the  slightest  intention  to  allads 
to  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Porter).  He  would  be  'sorry  to  reflect  on  any 
^ntleman's  course.  He  was  responsible  to  no  gentleman  in  this  Conven- 
lion«  and  no  gentleman  was  responsible  to  him.    He  disapproved  of  gen* 
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demen  setting  themselves  up  as  censors  of  any  man's  conduct.  For  him- 
self,  he  could  unhesitatingly  declare  that  he  had  never  done  it,  and  never 
would  do  it.  Whenever  a  gentleman  thought  proper  to  address  the  Con- 
vention, he  had  a  right  t«)  do  so :  he  whs  responsible  to  his  condtituents 
and  to  no  one  else.  And,  while  he  would  not  censure  any  one,  he  would 
not  submit  to  the  control  of  any  one  here.  He  wished  it  clearly  to  lie  un- 
derstood, that,  in  making  these  observations  in  regard  to  the  impropriety  of 
censuring  one  another,  he  meant,  of  course,  not  to  reflect  un  ai^  individ- 
ual. The  indulgence  in  the  practice  of  censuring  each  other,  sometimes 
produced  unpleasant  feelings.  He  should  regret  it,  if  he  had  said  any- 
thing which  had  wounded  the  feelings  of  any  gentleman  of  the  Conven- 
tion.    And,  he  would,  for  the  future,  take  care  not  tohuit  them  again. 

Mr.  Porter  replied,  that  his  observations  were  not  made  in  reference  to 
the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  but  we.e  in  reply  to  the  gentleman 
from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.BROWN).  The  gentleman,  however,  seemed  to 
have  taken  some  prejudice  to  him,  (Mr.  P.)  and  he  knew  not  why  it 
should  exist.  He  did  not  know  that  tney  had  crossed  each  others*  path : 
nor  could  he  (Mr.  P.)  say,  that  the  course  of  the  gentleman  had  caused 
him  any  unpleasantness. 

Mr.  Sterioere  :  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman  say  so. 

Mr.  Porter  said,  that  he  wished  to  undeceive  the  gentleman  from 
Montgomery,  as  to  his  (Mr.  P's.)  course. 

Mr.  Sterioere  expressed  himself  quite  satisfied  with  the  explanation. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  that  he  should  vote  for  the  indefinite  postponement, 
as  the  Convention  were  not  prepared,  at  this  time,  to  say  whether  they 
would  adjourn  over  the  next  election.  It  seemed  to  him,  that  if  there 
were  a  desire  among  different  members,  or  different  parties  here,  if  you 
please,  to  make  a  compromise — to  give  and  take — we  could  agree  on  cer- 
tain amendments  to  the  Con^ttitution,  in  time  to  submit  it  to  the  people  at 
the  next  general  election.  And,  if  the  course  indicated  by  the  gentleman 
from  Northampton  (Mr.  Porter)  this  morning,  which  was,  to  have  a 
committee  appointed  to  consider  a  report  upon  the  different  propositions, 
and  to  bring  in  a  resolution  for  the  immediate  action  of  the  Convention 
upon  them,  so  that  they  mijrht  be  disposed  of  at  once,  without  going 
through  the  forms  of  a  second  and  third  reading,  should  be  met  in  the  spi- 
rit, which  it  seemed  to  him,  he  (Mr.  P.)  made  it,  we  should  be  able  to 
come  to  some  satisfactory  conclusion.  Or,  if  not  quite  satisfactory,  at 
least  more  so  than  it  would  to  gentlemen  to  have  to  sit  here  nine  months, 
and  would  better  please  those  wlio  we  represent  on  this  floor.  Among  the 
objects  which  he  was  sent  here  to  do,  was,  to  give  the  county  oflicers  to 
the  people,  and  also,  to  oppose  some  alterations  which  gentlemen  might 
propose,  and  which  did  not  suit  his  constituents.  He  was  now  willing  to 
go  further  than  he  had  intended — was  disposed  to  vote  for  some  plan  like 
that  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  which  he  regarded,  as  being  of- 
fered in  a  spirit  of  reconciliation.  Some  gentlemen,  however,  were  for 
having  all,  or  nothing.  We  had  sat  here  already,  between  two  and  three 
months,  and  had  done  but  little,  and  the  Convention  would  not  get  through 
their  labors  in  nine  months,  and  after  having  spent  a  proportionate  amount 
of  the  people's  money,  unless  gentlemen  should  evince  a  disposition  of 
reconciliation  and  compromise.  He  was  therefore  opposed  to  the  adjourn- 
ment over  to  the  fall ;  and  he  was  somewhat  surprisea,  that  the  gentleman 
VOL.  lu.  q3 
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Convention  to  sit  in,  if  they  chose  to  assemble  there.  This  building  wai 
large  and  commodious,  and  might,  with  very  little  expense,  be  fitted  up  for 
the  accommodation  and  convenience  of  the  Convention.  He  should,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  amendment ;  and  if  that  was  not  agreed  to,  he  should,  if 
no  other  gentleman  did,  move  to  insert  the  city  of  Philadelphia  as  the  place 
of  meeting ;  for,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  highly  important  that  the  Conveo- 
tion  and  Legislature  should  not  be  assembled  here,  at  one  and  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  Baldwin  moved  an  adjournment.     I^st. 

Mr.  CuRLL  hoped,  if  the  gentleman  would  not  withdraw  the  motion  for 
tlie  indefinite  postponement,  that  it  would  not  prevail.  He  wished  to  have 
a  direct  vote  upon  the  resolution,  so  a$«  to  settle  the  question.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  felt  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  but  after  the  argument  we  have 
just  heard,  he  had  determined  to  go  against  it,  and  against  all  adjoummentB, 
until  we  finish  our  labors. 

Mr.  McDowell  begged  leave  to  say  a  word,  before  the  question  wai 
taken.  He  hoped  and  prayed  that  the  motion  for  a  postponement  might 
not  prevail ;  but  that  the  question  might  be  taken  directly  on  the  resolo- 
tion,  and  this  question  of  adjournment  decided  and  settled,  one  way  or  the 
other,  so  that  we  may  never  hear  more  of  it  in  this  Convention,  until  we 
adjourn  sine  die. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  postpone  indefinitely,  and 
decided  in  the  negative. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  **  tliis  place",  and  insert  '*  Lancaster'*,  was  de- 
cided in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Hi£8TER  then  moved  to  strike  out  *•  this  place",  and  insert  •*  Phila- 
delphia." 

Mr.  AoNEW  should  vote  in  favor  of  Philadelphia,  because  if  we  ad- 
'    joumed,  until  the  time  proposed,  he  thought  wc  should  meet  at  some  other 
place ;  but  by  that  vote  he  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  being  favora- 
ble to  an  adjournment  at  all. 

Mr.  Clarke  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  oidered,  and 
were  yeas,  43 ;  nays,  4G — as  follows  : 

YiAB — Messrs.  Acnew,  Bayne,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Phila- 
delphia, Butler,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Danphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cochran, 
Crain,  Darrah,  Donnell,  Doran,  Duiilop,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Gamble,  Gearhirt, 
Grenell,  Hayhurst,  Helffenstpin,  llicst'r,  Keim,  Kerr,  M*Sherry,  Miller.  Montiroaieiy, 
Myers,  Nevin,  Purviance,  Head,  Kitcr,  Ritter,  Bliellito,  Smith,  Smyth,  Sterigore,  Stetau» 
Stiekel,  Tagciart,  Young— 4:}. 

Nats — MeHBrn  Baldwin,  Bnrclay.  Barndollar,  (-arey.  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Ches- 
ter, Chauncey,  Cleavinger,  Cline,  (Jnim,  Cummin,  Curil,  Darlington,  Denny,  DickenoOi 
Diliinger,  Forward,  Foulkro<i,  Fr\',  Fuller,  Gilmorc,  llafttines,  Hendemon,  of  Allcgheoy, 
Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkni.-on,  Houpt,  Ilvde,  Jcnks  Kennedy,  Konigmadiera 
Krebe,  Maclay,  Mann,  M*Call,  M'Dowell,  Meredith,  Merkel,  Overfield,  Peimjptcker, 
Polloek,  Porter,  of  Norlhnmplon,  RncrerR,  Rusijell,  Saegar,  Scott,  Sellers,  Serrill,  Scheetx, 
Sill,  Snively,  Swctland,  Thomas,  Todd,  Weidman,  Sergeant,  President — 55. 

So  the  question  was  decided  in  thcncfjative. 

Mr.  Bayne  moved  to  strike  out  '*  this  place",  and  insert  **  Pittshurg'*. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Chester,  moved  that  the  Convention  do  now  ad- 
journ.    Lost. 

The  question  was  then  taken  ou  Mr.  Bayns's  amendmenti  apd  decided 
in  the  negative, 
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against  the  motion.  He  desired  to  make  such  amendments  as  the  people 
asked  for,  and  nothing  should  influence  him  from  that  course.  He  would 
not  agree  to  postpone,  nor  would  he  agree  to  leave  the  Convention  until 
there  had  been  a  test  vote  of  the  Convention.  He  moved  the  previous 
question. 

The  President  decided  that  the  motion  was  out  of  order— the  Conven- 
tion having  already  refused  to-day  to  take  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  HiESTER,  of  Lancaster,  said,  he  was  opposed  to  the  indefinite  post- 
ponement, and  was  also  opposed  to  any  adjournment  before  the  business 
was  concluded.  It  would  only  delay  getting  the  question  on  the  resolu- 
tion, which  he  now  believed  a  majority  were  determined  to  pass.  He  had, 
as  the  Journals  would  show,  uniformly  voted  against  similar  propositions, 
and  intended  to  vote  against  the  present  resolution  also.  The  people  ex- 
pected us  to  complete  what  we  had  assembled  to  do,  without  an  adjourn- 
ment over;  and  that,  he  believed,  might  yet  be  done  by  about  the  middle 
of  August,  and  before  the  commencement  of  the  sickly  season.  He  coin- 
cided in  opinion  with  the  gentleman  from  Lycoming,  (Mr.  Flemjno,)  that, 
after  we  had  agreed  on  an  amendment  that  the  liCgislature  should,  in  future, 
meet  on  the  first  Tuesday  of  January,  in  order  to  prevent  the  holy-day 
adjournments,  against  which  there  was  so  much  complaint,  it  came  with  an 
ill-grace  from  us,  to  do  the  same  that  we  wished  to  restrict  others  from 
doing. 

The  gentleman  from  Franklin  (Mr.  Ditnlop)  had  given  a  detailed  state- 
ment of  the  daily  expense  of  the  Convention,  which  he  made  out  to  be  up- 
wards of  nine  liundred  dollars,  and  this,  he  seemed  to  think,  was  a  good 
reason  for  voting  for  an  adjournment  over  until  next  October,  as  he  told  us 
he  would  vote  for  the  resolution.  'I'his,  said  Mr.  H.,  together  with  the 
whole  of  the  gentleman's  arginnent,  was  to  his  mind,  the  best  rc^ason  for 
voting  against  the  resolution.  For,  who  did  not  know,  that  if  gentlemen 
went  home  for  a  couple  of  months,  that  they  would  return  with  a  variety 
of  new  schemes  and  projects,  and  with  a  renewed  desire  to  make  long 
speeches  ;  and  that  it  would  consequently,  require  double  the  time  to  get 
through,  that  would  now  be  necessary  to  finish  the  work.  But,  said  Mr. 
H.,  he  had  risen  principally  to  say  a  word  in  support  of  his  colleague's 
(Mr.  Konigmacher)  amendment.  If  the  Convention  did  adjourn  to  the 
middle  of  October,  it  was  very  certain  that  they  could  not  get  through  by 
the  first  Monday  in  December,  and  the  Legislature  would  then  (if  it  should 
not  be  sooner  convened  by  the  Governor,  and  which  was  not  improbable) 
take  possession  of  this  Hall.  It  would,  conscviuently,  become  necessary 
to  obtain  and  fit  out  another  place  for  tlie  Convention  to  meet  in.  He  did 
not  know  whether  another  house  could  be  got  in  this  place ;  but  he 
thought,  that  upon  a  litde  reflection,  every  gentleman  would  agree  with 
him,  that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  the  Convention  and  the  Legislature 
to  be  assembled  in  the  same  place,  at  the  same  time.  There  would  ne- 
eetsarily,  be  a  suspicion  on  the  public  mind,  that  one  of  these  bodies 
might  exercise  an  undue  infiuence  over  the  other ;  and  he  thought  there 
ought  to  be  no  cause  given  for  such  an  imputation,  or  suspicion.  If,  there- 
fore, the  resolution  was  adopted,  he  hoped  that  some  other  place  of  meet- 
ing would  be  agreed  upon.  His  colleague,  (Mr.  Reioart,^  who  was  now 
not  present,  had  informed  the  Convention,  some  time  ago,  that  the  German 
l#utberaQ  churoh  in  the  city  of  LanoMteri  vrovM  be  gifen  gnitii  for  tbo 
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Convention  to  sit  in,  if  tliey  chose  to  assemble  there.  This  building 
large  and  commodious,  and  might,  with  very  little  expense,  be  fitted  up  for 
the  accommodation  and  convenience  of  the  Convention.  He  should,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  amendment ;  and  if  that  was  not  agreed  to,  he  should,  if 
no  other  gentleman  did,  move  to  insert  the  city  of  Philadelphia  as  the  place 
of  meeting ;  for,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  highly  important  that  the  Convwi- 
tion  and  Legislature  should  not  be  assembled  here,  at  one  and  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  Baldwin  moved  an  adjournment.     I^st. 

Mr.  CuRLL  hoped,  if  the  gentleman  would  not  withdraw  the  motion  for 
the  indefinite  postponement,  that  it  would  not  prevail.  He  wished  to  have 
a  direct  vote  upon  the  resolution,  so  af«  to  settle  the  question.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  felt  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  but  after  the  argument  we  have 
just  heard,  he  had  determined  to  go  against  it,  and  against  all  adjournments, 
until  we  finish  our  labors. 

Mr.  McDowell  begged  leave  to  say  a  word,  before  the  question  vas 
taken.  He  hoped  and  prayed  that  the  motion  for  a  postponement  might 
not  prevail ;  but  that  the  question  might  be  taken  directly  on  the  resoln- 
lion,  and  this  question  of  adjournment  decided  and  settled,  one  way  or  the 
other,  so  that  we  may  never  hear  more  of  it  in  this  Convention,  until  wc 
adjourn  nine  die. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  postpone  indefinitely,  and 
decided  in  the  negative. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  <<  tliis  place*',  and  insert  ''Lancaster'',  wasde- 
cided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Hi£STER  then  moved  to  strike  out  '*  this  plac«*\  and  insert  *^  Phila- 
delphia.*' 

Mr.  Agnew  should  vote  in  favor  of  Philadelphia,  because  if  we  ad- 
journed, until  the  time  proposed,  he  thought  we  should  meet  at  some  other 
place ;  but  by  that  vote  he  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  being  favora- 
ble to  an  adjournment  at  all. 

Mr.  Clarke  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  oidered,  and 
were  yeas,  43 ;  nays,  46 — as  follows  : 

YiAB — Mpssts.  A^new,  Bayne,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  PhiU- 
delphia,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cochran, 
Crain,  Darrah,  Donnell,  Doran,  Duiilop,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Gamble,  Gearhart, 
Grenell,  Hayhurst,  Helffcnstein,  Hiest^r,  Keim,  Kerr,  M'Sherry,  Miller,  Montgomery, 
Myers,  Nevin,  Pur\-iance,  Read,  Riter,  Ritt(?r,  Bhellito,  Smith,  Smyth,  Stcrigere,  8tefe&i» 
Sticke),  Ta^gart,  Young — 43. 

Nats — Messrs  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Barndollar,  Carey,  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Chea* 
ter,  Chauncey,  Cleavinger,  Cline,  Crum,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickerioii« 
Diliinger,  Forward,  Foulkrod,  Frv,  Fuller,  Gilmorc,  Hastings,  Hendewon,  of  Allegheny, 
Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkiii.'^on,  Houpt,  H,vdt>,  Jenks  Kennedy,  Konigmacher, 
Krebe,  Maclay,  Mann,  M*Cull,  M'Dowell,  Meredith,  Mrrkcl,  Overfield,  Pennjpickflr, 
Pollock,  Porter,  of  NorlhHmpion,  Rockers,  Ru'wcll,  Saegar,  Scott,  Sellers,  Serrin,  Scbeeti, 
Sill,  Snively,  Swetland,  Thomas,  Todd,  Weidman,  Sergeant,  PretulcrU — 55. 

So  the  question  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Bayne  moved  to  strike  out  **  this  place",  and  insert  *♦  Pittshurg". 
Mr.  Chandler,  of  Chester,  moved  that  the  Convention  do  now  ad* 
journ.     Lost. 

The  question  wai  then  taken  on  Mr,  Bayns'0  an^endment,  mi  deoidwl 

in  the  negative, 
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Mr.  RiTBR  moved  to  strike  out  "  this  place*',  and  insert  *«  German- 
town'*,  which  was  ne^tived. 

Mr.  OvERFiELD  modified  his  proposition,  so  as  to  read  the  fifteenth  of 
July. 

Mr.  Stevens  moved  to  strike  out  « this  place",  leaving  it  to  be  decided 
hereafter,  where  the  Convention  should  meet 

Mr.  Read  thought  the  amendment  should  be  modified,  because,  if  the 
resolution  were  passed  with  a  blank  in  it,  no  place  would  be  named  where 
the  Convention  should  meet  again. 

The  President  said  a  blank  would  not  be  left  in  the  resolution,  and 
that  the  Convention  would  meet  here. 

Air.  Stevens  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  hj  striking  out  the  words 
"  sixteenth  day  of  October",  and  inserting  **  third  Tuesday  of  Novem- 
ber", and  to  add  at  the  end  thereof,  as  follows,  viz  :  ^^^nd  provided.  That 
at  the  next  general  election,  the  question  whether  this  Convention  shall  re- 
assemble, shall  be  submited  to  the  people,  in  the  following  manner,  to 
wit:  Tickets  containing  on  the  outside,  the  word  *'  Convention",  and  on 
the  inside  **  assemble",  or  **  not  assemble",  shall  be  received  by  the  In- 
spectors from  the  legal  voters  of  this  Commonwealth,  and  carefidly  coun- 
ted, and  returned  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  as  is  provided 
for  in  the  election  of  Sheriff ;  and  the  said  Secretary  shall  open  and  count 
the  same  within  days  of  the  day  of  said  general  election ;  and  the 

Governor,  by  proclamation  published  in  each  coanty  of  the  State,  shall 
announce  the  result ;  and  if  the  tickets,  containing  the  word  **  assemble", 
shall  exceed  those  containing  the  words  **  not  assemble",  then  the  Govern- 
or shall  so  state  and  notify  the  Convention  to  re-assemble ;  but  if  tlie  ma- 
jority of  votes,  thus  given,  shall  not  be  in  favor  of  the  Convention  re-as- 
sembling, then  this  Convention  shall  not  again  meet,  but  be  dissolved ;  and 
that  the  amendments  to  the  Constitution,  already  agreed  upon,  in  commit- 
tee of  the  whole,  as  well  as  the  proposition  now  pending,  with  regard  to 
county  officers,  be  submited  to  the  people  at  the  next  general  election,  for 
their  ratification  or  rejectiou". 

Mr.  DoRAN  moved  that  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn.     Lost. 

Mr.  Crum  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question,  to  end  with  the  words 
••third  Tuesday  of  November". 

Mr.  Sterigere,  after  remarking  that  the  attendance  of  the  members 
was  but  thin  to-day,  and  that  it  was  proper  the  question  ought  to  be  taken 
when  the  Convention  was  more  full,  movetj  that  the  further  consideration 
of  the  resolution  and  amendment,  be  postponed  till  Saturday. 

The  question  was  taken  on  postponing,  and  decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  M'DowELL  opposed  iho  motion  to  postpone,  and  expressed  his  hope 
that  the  question  of  adj(»urnn]oni  would  now  be  settled  for  ever. 

Mr.  M'Call  intimated  litat  it  would  be  much  more  convenient  to  ad- 
journ on  the  r2th,  a:^  three  days  would  then  be  left  for  members  to  reach 
their  homes  before  the  Sabbath,  as  it  would  be  improper  to  travel  on  that 
day. 

The  question  then  recuring,  was  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Stevens, 

Mr.  Meredith  said  that  a  division  of  the  question  had  been  de^^andedi 

Am}  ho  eat6?tained  son^e  doubts  w)i9tber  \\  was  4iruibU, 
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The  President  ruled  that,  sut  the  question  presented  two  independent 
propositions,  it  was  divisible. 

Mr.  DoRAN,  of  Philadelphia,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr-  HiESTER,  of  Lancaster,  demanded  the  pievious  question,  which 
was  sustained ;  and  the  question  was  then  taken  on  a^ein^  to  the  reso- 
lution, which  was  negatived — ^yeas,  44 ,  nays,  55,  as  follows  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Barclay,  Carey,  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chaunoey,  Cnmi, 
Cummin,  Darlington,  Dillinger,  Dunlop,  Forward,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Hastings, Henf 
derson,  of  Allegheny,  Hopkinson,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Konigmacher,  Kr^M,  Micky, 
Mann,  Martin,  M'Call,  M*DowelI,  Overiield,  Pennypacker,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Noitb- 
ampton.  Read,  Russell,  Baegar,  Scott,  Sellers,  Serrill,  Scheetz,  Sill,  Snively,  Swithod, 
Thomas,  Todd,  Weidman— 44. 

Nats — Messrs.  Agncw,  Baldwin,  Bamdollar,  Bayne,  Bonhnm,  Brown,  of  Northamp' 
ton.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  D^inphin.  Clarke, of 
Indiana,  Cleavinger,  Cline,  Cochran,  Crain,  Curll,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickeraon,  DoDod, 
Doran.  Earle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Gamble,  Gcarbart,  Gilmore,  Grencll,  Hayhnrst,  HeUfco* 
stein,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  Houpt.  Keim,  Kerr,  M'Sherry, Meredith, Meikk^ 
Miller,  Montgomery,  Myers,  Nevin,  Purviancc,  Riter,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Shellito,  Snilh, 
Smyth,  Sterigere,  Sterens,  Stickel,  Taggart,  Young,  Sergeant,  President — 55. 

So  the  resolution  was  negatived.  The  Convention  then  took  the  uiuil 
recess,  till  4  o'clock. 


MONDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 

Mi.  Bayne,  on  leave,  moved  that  when  the  Convention  adjourn,  it 
adjourns  to  meet  on  Wednesday  morning,  at  9  o'clock — ayes  30,  noes  M. 

Mr.  Sterigbre  suhmited  the  following  resolution  as  an  additional  roll, 
and  moved  its  consideration,  which  was  negatived,  and  tlie  resolution  wv 
laid  on  the  table  : 

Retolved,  7*hat  the  following  be  added  to  the  standing  rules  of  the  Convention : 
RuLS  41.  Not  more  than  one  hour  in  any  day  shall  be  devoted  to  the  considertfioBof 
motions  and  resolutions. 

SIXTH   ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  tlie  whole  on 
the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  »o  mucli  of  the  report  of  the  committee 
as  relates  to  the  third  8eclion,^n  the  following  words,  viz : 

Section  3.  In  every  county,  having  for  the  lime  being  five  thousanc^ 
or  more  taxable  inhabitants,  one  person  shall  be  elected  Recorder  of  deed^^ 
and  mortgages,  and  one  person  shall  be  elected  Register  of  wills  and 
taments,  and  in  every  county,  having  for  the  time  being  less  than  five 
thousand  taxable  inhabitants,  one  person  shall  be  elected,  who  shall 
Recorder  of  deeds  and  mortgages,  and  Register  of  wills  and  testaments,  U 
hold  their  offices  for  a  term  of  three  years  ;  but,  no  person  shall  be  more  "^ 
than  twice  elected  in  any  term  of  nine  years. 

Mr.  Hastings,  of  Jefferson,  moved  to  amend  the  same,  by  strikioc  ^ 
therefrom  all  after  the  words  *^  Section  3**,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thei^ 
the  following,  viz : 

**  The  public  improvements  of  this  Commonwealth  shall  be  under  the 
eoDtrol  of  three  Canal  Commi^aioners,  who  aball  be  elected  by  the  citiseni 
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of  the  Commonwealth,  at  the  same  time  and  places  of  election  of  Repre- 
sentatives. At  the  first  general  election  after  the  adoption  of  this  Consti- 
tution, one  shall  he  elected  to  serve  for  the  term  of  one  year,  one  shall  be 
elected  to  serve  for  the  term  of  two  years,  and  one  shall  be  elected  to 
serve  for  the  term  of  three  years  ;  and,  annually  thereafter,  one  shall  be 
elected  to  serve  for  the  term  of  three  years.  No  person  shall  be  eligible 
to  that  office  for  a  longer  period  than  three  years,  in  any  term  of  six 
years". 

The  question  being  taken  on  this  motion  to  amend,  it  was  decided  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  to  amend  the  report,  by  striking 
out  all  after  the  words  **  Section  3",  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  the 
following,  viz : 

'^  Three  County  Commissioners,  one  annually,  and  a  County  Treasu- 
rer shall,  at  the  times  and  places  of  election  of  Representative,  be  chosen 
by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  who  shall  hold  their  offices  for  three  years, 
and  until  others  are  elected  and  qualified.  Vacancies  in  the  board  of 
County  Commissioners  shall  be  filled  at  the  next  annual  election ;  but,  no 
person  shall  be  twice  chosen  commissioner  in  any  term  of  six  years". 

Mr.  Brown  said,  this  would  only  be  placing  in  the  Constitution  what 
was  now  in  tlic  law.  He  considered  it  desirable  that  these  officers  should 
be  made  permanent,  by  being  provided  for  in  the  Constitution,  and  not  be 
liable  to  be  turned  out.  On  that  account,  the  Clerks  of  the  vaiions  courts 
had  been  so  placed  in  a  previous  provision  in  the  Constitution.  These  offi- 
cers were  now  in  the  power  of  the  County  Commissioners.  If  one  class  of 
officers  were  placed  in  the  Constitution,  the  other  should.  As  many  offi- 
cers as  were  necessary  to  carry  on  the  Government,  should  be  permanent. 
For  that  purpose,  he  wished  to  place  these  officers  in  the  Constitution,  not 
with  a  design  to  change,  but  to  fix  their  character  beyond  the  reach  of 
legal  enactments.  If  the  proposition  were  negatived  now,  he  should  re- 
new it  on  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Sesquehanna,  did  not  understand  the  policy  of  tlie  gentle- 
man, in  introducing  amendments  which  threw  every  thing  into  confusion. 
The  County  Treasurer  was  provided  for  in  the  next  section. 

Mr.  Brown  modified  his  amendment,  by  striking  out  the  words  **  and 
a  County  Treasurer". 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Brown  was 
negatived. 

8o  much  of  the  report,  as  is  called  the  third  section,  was  then  agreed  to. 
8o  much  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  as  is  called  section  fourth^  was 
then  taken  up  for  consideration,  as  follows  : 

Section  4.  One  County  Treasurer,  one  County  Surveyor,  and  one 
Notary  Public,  shall  be  elected  in  each  county  ;  the  Treasurer  for  a  term 
of  two  years  ;  the  Surveyor  and  Notary  for  a  term  of  three  years  ;  but  no 
person  shall  hold  the  office  of  County  Treasurer  more  than  four  years  in 
any  term  of  eight  years ;  the  legislature  may  provide^  by  law,  for  the 
election  of  so  many  additional  Notaries  Public,  in  any  city  or  county,  as 
shall  be  deemed  necessary.  All  officers  elected  under  this  section,  and 
onder  the  second  and  third  sections  of  this  article,  shall  be  elected  at  tlie 
timea  and  places  of  election  of  Representatiyes. 
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Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  moved  to  amend  by  striking  out  the 
words  **  one  County  Surveyor,  and  one  Notary  Public'*. 

Mr.  Pfrvunce  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question,  to  end  with  die 
words  •*  County  Surveyor". 

Mr.  Porter  stated,  that  the  compensation  of  the  County  Surveyors, 
was  frequently  not  enough  to  pay  the  expense  of  the  commission.  Tlie 
deputy  Surveyorship,  in  his  county,  was  not  worth  twenty  dollars  a  year. 
The  Notary  Public  is  only  necessary  for  the  attestation  of  papers  and  pro- 
tests. The  accumulation  of  so  many  officers  to  be  chosen  on  the  day  of 
the  general  election,  was  productive  of  much  embarrassment  to  the  people. 

Mr.  Darlinoton,  of  Chester,  tliought  it  would  be  the  best  way  to  dis- 
pose of  the  whole  section  by  a  negative  vote.  As  we  were  in  such  haste 
to  get  through  our  busiuess,  the  time  of  the  Convention  should  not  be 
wasted.  He  had  never  heard  a  word  of  complaint  from  any  quarter  con- 
cerning these  officers.  The  existing  provisions  on  the  subject  were  ample 
and  sufficient. 

Mr.  Porter  replied,  that  the  County  Surveyor  was  merely  the  Deputy 
of  the  Surveyor  General,  and,  if  elected  by  the  people,  would  not  be  under 
the  control  of  the  Surveyor  General.  It  would  be  an  awkward  thing,  if  the 
deputy  was  to  set  the  Surveyor  General  at  defiance,  when  the  whole  of 
his  duties  were  under  that  officer. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  said  it  was  important  that  the  county  Surveyor  should  re- 
side at  the  county  town. 

Mr.  Stevens  said  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Northampton  ought  not  to  prevail.  If  any  part  of  the  motion  ought 
to  stand,  this  part  ought  not  to  be  stricken  out.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
these  appointments  ought  not  to  be  given  to  the  people ;  for  the  Surveyor 
General  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  county  Surveyor,  except  to  receire 
their  returns.  Why  should  we  create  a  central  power  here,  and  establish 
an  officer  at  the  seat  of  Government,  with  fifty-two  sentinels  stationed  in 
different  parts  of  the  State  ?  Small  as  these  offices  were,  still  they  were 
an  accession  to  the  strength  of  a  party,  and  were  of  great  use  in  maintain- 
ing the  power  which  created  them.  They  could  be  made  useful  as  re 
cruiting  sergeants  for  the  party.  He  hoped  gentlemen  would  consent  to 
give  these  appointments  to  the  people. 

Mr.  Cummin  said  few  officers  were  more  necessary  than  a  county  Sa^ 
veyor,  and,  if  he  resided  ten  or  fifteen  miles  off,  great  inconvenience 
would  take  place  in  consequence  of  it.  Sometimes  his  papers  were  very 
important  testimony  on  trials ;  and,  if  he  could  not  be  found,  the  parties 
would  be  put  to  great  trouble.  He  thought  he  ought  to  reside  at  the 
county  town,  and  no  one  who  would  not  agree  to  live  in  the  town  ought 
to  be  appointed.  There  was  no  town  in  the  State  where  tliere  was  not 
some  person  qualified  as  a  Surveyer,  and  it  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  the  people  to  have  his  residence  fixed  at  the  place  where  the  county 
court  is  kept. 

Mr.  Read  said  the  residence  should  be  fixed  in  the  ninth  section — not 
here. 

Mr.  Cummin  said  he  had  not  brought  up  the  question,  if  it  was  not  in 
order,  he  would  defer  his  remarks. 

The  Chair  said  the  question  would  come  up  after  the  pending  amend- 
ment was  disposed  of. 
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Mr.  Porter  said  the  Surveyor  General  was  himself  a  creature  of  law, 
and  the  ofhce  was  not  provided  for  in  tlie  Constitution.  Why,  then, 
should  the  Deputy  Surveyor  be  provided  for  in  the  Constitution.  At  one 
time  we  had  a  master  of  the  rolls,  whose  duties  were  transfered  to  anoth- 
er office.  Circumstances  might  require  a  transfer  of  the  duties  of  the  Sur- 
veyor ;  and,  therefore,  we  had  better  not  provide  for  their  appointment  in 
the  Constitution.  The  Deputy  Surveyor  hid  very  little  to  do  with  any 
central  power  at  Harrisburg ;  though,  perhaps,  the  gentleman  may  expect 
it  will  be  different  under  the  next  King's  reign.  In  the  courts  of  North- 
ampton, the  office  of  Deputy  Surveyor  was  tilled  for  fifiy-four  years,  by 
the  same  man,  and  he  was  finally  removed  for  disability.  He  was  a  good 
officer,  and  never  mingled  with  politics. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  either  the  gentleman  was  mistaken,  or  he  was,  in  re- 
lation to  this  subject.  He  did  not  understand  the  appointment  of  a  Sur- 
veyor General  to  be  a  matter  of  legislation.  Under  the  present  Constitu- 
tion, no  one  but  the  Governor  could  appoint  him.  His  whole  official  ex- 
istence is  derived  from  the  Governor.  There  was  no  necessary  connec- 
tion between  that  officer  and  the  county  Surveyors.  We  wanted  the  latter 
in  each  county  to  draw  lines,  and  aid  in  establishing  titles  to  land.  If  the 
appointment  to  those  offices  were  not  made  on  party  grounds  in  Northamp- 
ton, it  was  because  the  office  there,  was  not  wortii  fifteen  dollars  a  year. 
That  was  the  reason  that  the  gentleman's  democratic  friends  let  his  able 
friend,  the  Surveyor,  remain  in  office  so  many  years.  He  was  not  quite 
satisfied  that  our  next  Governor  would  be  a  King.  He  thought  the  peo- 
ple would  prefer  a  plain  republican  farmer,  to  any  King  or  lawyer.  In 
nis  propositions  of  reform,  he  (Mr.  S.).  made  no  exceptions.  He  was  for 
giving  the  electiun  of  all  county  officers  to  the  people.  Let  others  who 
will  act  for  reform,  vote  otherwise,  if  they  liked. 

Mr.  Porter  said,  his  good  old  friend  was  kept  in,  till  he  had  surveyed 
nearly  all  the  lands  in  the  county.  He  left  little  for  his  successors  to  do,  for 
he  began  before  the  revolution,  and  kept  on  till  he  could  survey  no  more. 
The  gentleman  thought,  the  next  Governor  would  not  be  a  lawyer,  but  it 
did  not  make  much  odds  whether  we  had  a  lawyer  for  our  Governor,  or 
for  our  Deputy  Governor. 

Mr.  Hayhurst,  of  Columbia,  remarked  that,  in  his  county,  the  Tres- 
mer  was  elected  under  a  special  act  of  Assembly ;  and  he  was  in  favor  of 
having  them  all  elected  by  the  people.  As  to  the  office  of  Deputy  Sur- 
veyor, he  himself,  filled  it  in  his  county,  and  it  was  not  worth  to  him  the 
price  of  printing  the  tickets.  Very  few  were  willing  to  take  it.  He  had  sig- 
nified a  wish  to  give  it  up,  if  any  one  would  accept  it,  but  it  was  declined 
by  every  one.  It  was  an  office  which  required  a  special,  and  not  a  gene- 
ral qualification,  and,  for  this  reason,  he  would  vote  for  the  amendment. 
The  county  Surveyor  ought  to  live  in  the  county  town,  if  possible,  for  he 
knew  by  woeful  experience,  the  inconvenience  attending  his  residence,  at 
the  distance  of  eight  or  ten  miles  from  the  town. 

Mr.  Read  said,  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  practical  ope- 
rations of  the  Land  Office,  and  he  found  that  it  was  an  anomalous  institu- 
tion. The  deputies  were  the  principal  officera,  and  the  head  of  the  de- 
partment was  merely  a  scribe  for  those  who  were  called  his  deputies.  I^ 
was  not  necessary  to  keep  up  the  o^ce  of  Surveyor,  but  if  we  did,  we  must 
provide  some  other  mode  for  the  appointment  of  the  County  Surveyor, 
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than  by  the  Governor.  The  appointment  should  be  made  either  by  the 
people,  or  the  Legislature.  The  ofiice  was  a  complete  sinecure,  and  the 
returns  from  the  County  Surveyor,  could  as  well  be  made  directly  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Land  Office,  without  the  intervention  of  the  Surveyor.— 
He  remarked,  that  he  was  daily  asked,  why  he  did  not  speak  in  support 
of  this  and  that  section  of  the  report ;  but  he  did  not  feel  any  more  bound 
to  sustain  the  report,  than  any  other  member  of  the  committee  was.  k 
many  particulars,  it  did  not  meet  his  assent,  and  he  was  under  no  special 
obligations  to  mention  it. 

Mr.  Darlinoton  said,  if  the  committee  should  abolish  the  ofiice  of 
Surveyor  General,  the  duties  must  be  performed  hy  some  one.  The  Coonty 
Surveyors  were  the  agents  of  the  Surveyor  General.  The  fact  mentioned 
by  the  gentleman  from  Columbia,  (Mr.  Hayhurst)  tliat  the  Legislatare 
gave  the  people  of  that  county  the  right  to  elect  a  County  Treasurer,  wai 
a  proof  that  the  Legislature  were  able  to  regulate  this  matter.  In  hii 
county,  these  officers  were  elected  by  the  county  Commissioners. 

Mr.  Forward  said,  it  was  duo  to  this  officer,  (the  Survyor  General)  to 
say,  that  he  performs  all  the  duties  imposed  on  him  bylaw.  He  perfoims 
those  duties  by  deputies,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  act  of  Assembly* 
but  all  the  business  passed  through  his  hands.  He  had  no  control  over 
the  deputies,  for  their  duties  were  provided  by  law.  He  had  no  more 
right  to  interfere  with  them,  than  the  Governor  had  with  the  ProthoIlot^ 
ries.  His  duties  are  perfectly  independent  of  the  Surveyor  General,  whI 
although  tliey  are  exceedingly  trifling  in  some  of  the  counties,  yet  there 
may  be  good  reasons  for  not  electing  him  by  the  people.  He  apprehend- 
ed, that  the  duties  of  this  office  were  known  to  the  law,  and  that  he  wis 
no  more  a  deputy  than  a  Prothonotary,  or  any  other  officer. 

Mr.  Porter  did  not  exactly  know  what  the  duties  of  a  Deputy  Surrcyor 
were  now,  but  he  did  know,  that  some  years  ago,  a  Deputy  Surveyor  wtf 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  Deputy  of  the  Surveyor  General.  All  orders 
were  sent  out  to  these  officers  from  the  Surveyor  General,  unless  perhaps, 
it  was  some  order  from  a  board  of  property,  and  when  the  work  is  per- 
formed, and  a  return  made,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Surveyor  General,  to  ex- 
amine it,  and  see  whether  it  is  right.  The  Surveyor  General  was  in  doty 
bound  to  send  him  out  instmctions  along  with  his  commission  ;  so  thstin 
fact,  lie  can  be  nothing  else  than  a  deputy  of  that  officer.  He  never 
had  been  known  ns  an  officer  under  the  Constitution,  and  he  considered  it 
improper  that  he  should  be  now  introduced  into  it. 

Mr.  Forward  admited  tliat  llie  gentleman  from  Northampton,  (Mr. 
Porter),  was  generally  correct,  and  he  admited  that  the  Surveyor  Gen^ 
ral  might  send  out  instructions  to  the  Deputy  Surveyors ;  but  these  inslroc 
tions  were  of  a  general  character,  and  in  conformity  to  a  general  law; and 
he  contended  that  the  duties  of  a  Deputy  Surveyor,  notwithstanding  thatb^ 
acted  under  general  instructions,  were  as  well  known  to  the  laws  as  tb^ 
duties  of  any  otlier  officer  under  our  Government.  The  Surveyor  Genf" 
ral  had  no  more  right  to  meddle  with  this  officer  in  the  discharge  o(^ 
duties,  than  he  had  to  meddle  with  any  other  county  officer.  He  was  io 
form,  to  be  sure,  a  Deputy,  yet  in  point  of  fact  his  duties  were  as  well 
known  to  the  law,  as  the  duties  of  a  Prothonotary.  He  was  not  vtrf^ 
licitous  on  tliis  subject;  but  he  wished  to  be  understood  to  say  tbat^' 
might  juit  as  well  elect  this  officer  by  the  people  ob  allow  him  to  be  tp- 
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pointed  by  the  Surveyor  General :  and  he  believed  the  people  would  make 
just  as  good  a  selection  as  that  officer  would. 

Mr.  Sterigere  founds  upon  reference  to  Purdon's  Digest,  that  there 
was  a  law  providing  for  the  appointment  of  these  officers  by  the  Surveyor 
Greneraly  which  showed  that  they  were  in  every  sense  of  the  word  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  Deputy  of  the  Surveyor  General.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
this  question  as  to  whether  they  were  Deputies  or  not,  would  be  put  to 
rest. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  first  division  of  the  amendment,  and  de- 
cided in  the  negative. 

The  question  then  being  on  the  motion  to  strike  out  **  one  Notary 
Public",  Mr.  Forward  said,  he  considered  the  duties  of  the  office  of  No- 
tary Public  as  special  and  peculiar,  and  he  did  not  believe  it  was  an  office 
which  would  nttrnct  the  attention  of  the  people,  or  was  one  which  they 
desire  to  meddle  with  ;  therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
their  appointment  with  the  Governor,  or  some  one  else,  and  not  trouble 
the  people  with  the  election  of  an  officer  of  so  little  importance. 

The  second  division  of  the  amendment  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PuRVTANCE  then  moved  further  to  amend  the  section,  by  adding 
after  the  word  '*  Treasurer"  in  the  first  line,  the  word  **  and",  and  in  the 
third  line  by  striking  therefrom  the  words  "  and  Notary",  and  in  the 
fifth  and  sixth  lines  by  striking  therefrom  the  following:  **The  Legisla- 
ture may  provide  by  law  for  the  election  of  so  many  additional  Notaries 
Public  in  any  city  or  county  as  shall  be  deemed  necessary". 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Stevens  moved  further  to  amend  the  section  by  striking  from  the 
first  line  the  words  "  one  County  Treasurer  and",  and  in  the  third  and  fourth 
Imes  by  striking  therefrom  the  words  following,  viz :  "But  no  person 
shall  hold  the  office  of  county  Treasurer  more  than  four  years,  in  any  term 
of  eight  years"  ;  and  in  the  second  line  by  striking  therefrom  the  follow- 
ing words:  "The  Treasurer  for  a  term  of  two  years". 

Mr.  Read  hoped  that  this  amendment  would  not  be  agreed  to.  It  was 
true,  that  heretofore,  the  appointment  of  County  Treasurer  had  been  by 
virtue  of  an  act  of  Assembly,  but  that  was  no  reason  now,  why  they 
should  not  be  made  (Jonstitutinnal  officers.  It  is  an  office  of  as  much  im- 
portance as  some  we  have  introduced  into  the  Constitution,  and  it  is  of 
vastly  more  importance  than  the  office  of  Coroner;  and  it  is  an  office  in 
which  the  people  have  a  more  particular  interest,  than  almost  any  other  of 
their  county  offices,  because  he  holds  the  purse  strings,  and  has  the  care 
of  the  funds  of  the  county.  He  would  refer  gentlemen  to  the  case  of  the 
State  Treasurer,  in  the  old  Constitution.  He  is  made  an  exception  from 
the  general  rule;  and  he  is  required  to  be  elected  annually  by  the  joint 
rote  of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Legislature,  while  all  other  officers  are  ap- 
pointed hy  the  Governor;  and  this  was  done  merely  because  he  held  the 
purse  strings  of  the  people.  Now,  this  office  of  County  Treasurer,  being 
assimilated  to  that  of  State  Treasurer,  and  being  an  officer  which  the  peo- 
ple should  keep  within  their  own  power,  ho  ought  to  be  an  elective  offi- 
cer. This  officer  was  not  like  a  County  Surveyor,  who  might  in  the 
coarse  of  time,  become  unnecessary.  His  office  will  always  exist,  and 
the  people  will  feel  a  more  direct  interest  in  relation  to  his  office,  than  al- 
most any  other  office  in  the  county.    He  hoped,  thereforei  that  the  mo* 
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tion  would  not  prevail ;  but  that  his  election  might  be  left  with  the  people. 

Mr.  Stevens  s.iid,  the  reason  why  he  had  moved  this  amendment,  was, 
that  the  r/gulation  of  these  officers  was  a  m:itter  which  belonored  stricdy  to 
the  L?gi8lalure,  and  it  should  not  be  taken  from  them.  The  County  Tret- 
surer,  as  well  as  the  County  Commissioners,  never  had  been  considered  u 
officers  nnd*r  the  Cr)nstiiution.  The  County  Treasurer  had  always  been 
a  creature  of  legislation,  and  the  Legislature  had  it  in  their  power,  at  any 
time  that  the  people  desired  it,  to  give  his  election  to  the  people,  or  change 
his  mode  of  appointment,  in  such  manner  as  they  desired.  Now,  whatne 
objected  to,  was  the  putting  into  the  C  institution  any  thing  in  relation  to 
these  officers  which  belonged  to  the  Legislature,  ^nd  which  the  people 
might  pr>rhap8  hereafter  desire  to  have  changed.  We  have  gone  on  in  la- 
kinj;  appointments  from  the  Gr)vernor,  and  giving  them  to  the  people,  and 
in  changing  the  elective  department  of  our  Government  to  a  very  Ciinside- 
rahle  extent ;  but  this  he  thotight  was  going  a  step  too  far.  He  consider^ 
ed  it  proper,  that  it  should  he  left  with  the  Legislature,  so  that  if  the  people 
desired  it,  they  might  have  the  system  of  appointments  changed  to  suit 
themselves,  (fa  majority  of  the  people  wished  the  appointments  made 
one  way  at  one  time,  the  Legislature  could  satisfy  them,  and  if  they  afte^ 
wards  desired  the  mode  to  be  put  back  as  it  was  originally,  it  could  be  put 
back ;  but  if  you  insert  this  clause  in  the  Constitution,  it  will  be  binding 
and  permanent,  and  there  will  be  no  way  of  getting  rid  of  it,  but  by  the 
call  of  another  Convention,  to  act  over  the  scenes  of  this  one,  and  he 
hope-'l  that  would  not  be  done  for  a  long  time.  There  was  another  reaton 
why  he  had  moved  to  strike  this  out.  By  the  law  of  the  Legislature,  the 
County  Treasurer  can  only  hold  his  office  for  three  years  out  of  six;  but 
the  present  provision  gave  him  the  office  for  four  years,  and  he  was  fea^ 
ful  some  gentlemen  here  might  call  this  aristocratic.  He  hoped,  there' 
fore,  that  the  amendment  which  he  had  proposed,  might  prevail. 

Mr.  Darlington  could  se;^  no  necessity  for  inserting  this  matter  in  the 
Constitution.  At  present,  it  is  plain  and  simple,  and  easily  understood; 
and  if  we  make  an  alteratitm,  it  will  require  much  legislation  to  make  the 
laws  conform  to  this  Constitutional  provision.  Under  the  existing  laws, 
the  County  Treasurer  is  appointed  by  the  County  Commissioners,  and  he 
may  hold  his  office  fir  throe  .successive  years,  in  any  term  of  six  years; 
and  he  is  paid  by  those  (commissioners  such  sum  as  they  may  choose  to 
give  him.  Now,  if  you  elrcthim,  you  elect  him  by  the  people,  and  you 
leave  with  three  men,  the  County  Commissioners,  the  right  to  say  thatthey 
will  give  him  five  dollars  for  his  services,  or  that  they  will  give  him  a  hun- 
dred dollars.  He  could  see  no  reason  for  making  a  change  in  this  respect. 
It  was  well  known,  that  the  Countv  Commissioners  took  into  considera* 
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lion,  in  the  appoinimont  of  this  officer,  the  persons  who  were  most  com- 
petent and  trust-worthy,  and  who  would  undortike  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  office  for  the  least  money.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  motion  to 
strike  out  would  prevail. 

The  motion  to  strike  out,  was  then  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  Read  moved  further  to  amend,  by  striking  out  the  words  **and 
third^',  in  the  seventh  line,  and  to  make  the  word  ''  sections",  in  the  same 
line,  read  *•  section".  ■ 

Mr,  Garlb  remarked,  that  providing  for  elections  by  the  people,  wai  a 
ijneiiion  of  oooBide^able  importance,  au4  a«  many  gonUpi^eQ  w^^  M 
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record  their  votes,  and  as  he  was  anxious  to  record  his,  he  would  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  motion  was  not  seconded. 

Mr.  Stbrigerb  moved  the  following,  as  a  new  section,  to  be  called 
**  section  three". 

Sect.  3.  "  The  Canal  Commissioners^  the  Auditor  General,  Secre- 
tary  of  the  Land  Office,  Surveyor  General,  State  Treasurer,  and  Attor^ 
ney  General,  shall  be  appointed  annually,  by  the  joint  vote  of  the  mem- 
bers of  both  branches  of  the  Legislature — the  clerks  and  other  offacers  in 
the  treasury  and  land  departments,  attornies  at  law,  election  officers,  all 
officers  relating  to  common  schools,  to  taxes,  to  the  poor,  and  to  high- 
ways, constables,  and  other  township  officers,  shall  be  appointed  in  such 
manner  as  is,  or  sliail  he  directed,  by  law". 

Mr.  Read  suggested  to  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  that  he  had 
better  withdraw  his  amendment,  and  offer  it  at  another  time. 

Mr.  Sterioerk  replied,  that  it  struck  him  as  being  as  fit  an  oppotunity 
to  present  it  now,  as  at  any  other  time,  and  was  the  proper  place  in  which 
to  insert  it. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  amendment,  it  was  rejected. 

So  much  of  the  report  of  the  committee  as  is  called  section  5,  being 
under  consideration  in  the  words  following,  viz  : 

Sect.  5.  Justices  of  the  Peace,  or  Aldermen,  shall  be  elected  in  the 
several  wards,  boroughs  and  townships,  for  a  term  of  five  years. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  moved  to  amend  by  striking  out  all  aAer 
the  word  ** section",  and  inserting  the  following  : 

**  The  Governor  shall  appoint  such  a  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
in  such  convenient  diiftricts  in  each  county,  as  are  or  shall  be  directed 
by  law.  They  shall  be  commissioned  for  the  term  of  five  years ;  but 
may  be  removed  on  conviction  of  misbehaviour  in  office,  or  of  any  infa- 
mous crime,  or  on  the  address  of  both  Houses  of  the  Legislature". 

Mr.  Udssell  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  inserting  af^r  the 
word  *'  Governor",  in  the  first  line,  the  words  following,  viz  :  •*  By  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate". 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  amendment  to  the  amendment,  it  was 
negatived. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  said  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  amend- 
ment proposed,  was  only  a  slight  alteration  from  the  old  Constitution. 
It  gave  the  Governor  power  to  appoint  such  a  number  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace  in  each  county,  as  arc,  or  shall  be  directed,  by  law.  The  motitm 
which  he  had  made  to  amend,  raised  the  distinct  question,  whether  the 
Convention  would  cfivo  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  the 
people.  The  eleriion  of  Justices  for  a  term  of  years,  was  tried  under  the 
Constitution  of  177(5.  Tfiey  held  their  offices  for  seven  yeais.  Under 
this  Coustitution  the  people  lived  unul  1790,  when,  for  some  reason, 
good  or  bad,  the  people,  by  common  consent,  abandoned  the  system,  and 
ga%'e  the  appointments  to  the  Governor. 

Here  Mr.  Flkmino,  of  Lycoming,  said,  that  the  Judiciary  committee 
had  made  a  report  on  Hie  subject;  and  perhaps,  this  was  not  the  proper 
place  to  introduce  the  amendment. 

Mr,  Darunoton  resumed :  He  was  aware  that  the  committee  had 
mAt  %  report,  a»il  his  opinion  was,  tb^t  this  wm  the  proper  plaoe  (br. 
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it— was  the  only  place  where  we  could  test  tlie  principle  of  election,  or 
appointment.     It  would  be  recollected  by  the  committee,  and  he  begged 
that  they  would  bear  it  in  mind,  that  under  the  Constitution^of  1776,  none 
but  freeholders  had  any  choice  in  choosing  the  Justices  of  the  Peaee. 
This  system  was  not  found  to  work  well,  if  we  might  credit  the  assertions 
of  those  whom  we  occasionally  meet  with  in  the  community,  who  were 
sufficiently  aged  to  recollect  public  opinion  at  that  time.     He  had  heard  it 
said,  in  the  county  in  which  he  now  resided,  that  the  system  had  not 
answered  the  expectations  of  the  people,  and  that  the}'  abandoned  it  in 
toto.     Now,  he  would  ask,  why  were  we  returning  to  a  system,  which 
had  been  tried,  and  found  wanting  ?    We  were  about  to  resort  again  to  that 
system,   on   account   of  some  imaginary  inconvenience   attending   the 
present  one.     lie  would  inquire  what  alteration  was  required?    What 
was  the  inconvenience  the  people  had  sufTered,  and  what  was  the  appro* 
priate  remedy  ?     The  inconveniences,   if  he  was  not  mistaken  in  hts 
views,  had  arisen  first,  from  there  being  too  great  a  number  of  Justices 
of  the  Peace ;  and  second,  the  difficulty  of  removing  them  from  office 
when  they  became  unfit,  either  from  age  or  some  other  cause,  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  their  station.     Under  the  Constitntion  of  1790,  power  was 
given  to  the  Governor  to  appoint  a  competent  number  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  in  each  county,  as  should  be  directed  by  law,  and  they  were  to 
hold  their  offices  during  good  behavior,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Governor. 
The  giving  of  that  discretionary  power  had  led  to  the  appointment  of  a 
larger  number  than  the   community  required.     Now,   how   should  we 
remedy  the  evil  of  which  he  had  spoken  ?     By  limiting  the  term  of  office— • 
by  giving  the  Legislature  the  power  of  creating  so  many  districts  in  each 
county.     And,  as  to  dividing  off  the  counties  into  districts,  could  there  be 
any  objection  on  the  score  of  incompetency  to  the  Legislature  discharging 
this  duty  ?     He  thought  not.     The  Legislature  passed  an  act  in  1803,  by 
which  the  County  Commissioners  were  authorized  to  lay  off  the  counties 
into  districts,  in  order  that  appointments  might  be  made  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace   for  them.     The  law  was  carried  into  cfTect  in   the    county  of 
Chester,  and  he  apprehended  in  other  counties  also.     This  dividing  of 
counties  into  districts,  might  be  done  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
County  Commissioners,  or  any   local  authority  which  the   Legislature 
might  point  out.     Now,  the  remedy  which  he  had  stated,  he  thought 
would  be  found  perfectly  adequate  to  meet  the  evil  complained  of.    He 
had  already  spoken  of  the  mode  in  which  the  evils  in  relation  to  Justices 
of  the  Peace  might  be  got  rid  of.     He  would  say  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  at  the   period  of  their  appointment,  the  greater   portion  of  thos^ 
officers  had  been  in  accordance  with   the   wishes  of  the  people.     H^ 
was  opposed  to  the  election  of  the  Justices  by  the  people,  and  to  their' 
participating  with  the  Governor  in  the  appointing  power.     It  was  not  too^^ 
much   for  us  to  imagine,  that  a  Justice  of   the  Peace  would  be  found^^ 
on   the  election  ground,  with   his   friends,   endeavoring  to   secure  his 
own  election.     Would   he  not  have  powerful  temptations  to  delay  the 
decision  of  cases   before  him,  until   after   the  election  !     It  would  be 
hazardous,  he  thought,  to  draw  the  Justices  into  the  strife  of  elections. 
Mr.  D.  expressed  fears    that   his  amendment  would    not    receive    the 
sanction  of  the   Convention.     But   he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  offer  it, 
for  it  met  the  approbation  of  a  very  large  majority  of  his  constituents^ 
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who  desired  an  alteration  of  the  Constitution  in  the  respect  which  he 
had  indicated. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Darlington^.  He  was  in  favor  of 
electing  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  this  was  one  of  the  important  amend- 
ments which  the  people  had  asked  for.  He  was  fully  convinced  by  the 
expression  of  opinion  in  this  Convention  since  the  commencement  of  its 
session,  and  from  tlic  opinion  expressed  in  his  own  district,  that,  had ,  it 
not  been  for  this  and  two  or  three  other  questions  of  reform,  this  Con- 
vention would  not  now  be  in  session.  This  question  was  one  of  those 
the  people  had  much  at  heart,  and  had  desired  for  many  years  the  privi- 
lege of  choosing  their  Justices  of  t]ie  Peace  by  election  :  And  what,  he 
asked,  were  the  arguments  of  the  gentleman  against  this  mode  of  select- 
ing that  class  of  judicial  officers  ?  Why,  he  urged  his  objections  on  the 
ground  that  the  people  are  not  capable  of  choosing  the  best  men ;  (or  this 
was  undoubtedly  the  conclusion  of  his  whole  argument,  that  injudicious 
selections  would  be  made,  and  that  the  Governor  would  select  better  men. 
Would  that  gentleman  say,  that  the  people  of  any  township,  ward,  or 
district  in  this  Commonwealth,  were  incapable  of  electing  Justices  of  the 
Peace?  He  thought  the  gentleman  would  not,  and  trusted  that  no  member 
of  this  committee  would  say  so.  He  knew  that  some  of  the  present  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  had  been  appointed  by  the  Governor,  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  people  of  this  district,  or  even  knowing  that  they  were 
applicants.  In  one  instance  in  the  district  in  which  he  lived,  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  was  appointed  without  more  than  ten  or  fifteen  persons  in  the 
whole  district  being  acquainted  with  the  fact.  How  did  he  get  the  ap- 
pointment? He  prepared  a  petition,  and  sent  a  man  and  horse  through 
the  county  with  it,  and  by  this  mode,  he  succeeded  in  getting  a  hand- 
some number  of  signatures,  and  sending  forward  his  petition  to  tlie  Go- 
vernor, he  was  appointed  to  the  office  before  the  people  were  aware  of  what 
he  was  doing.  A  great  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  had  been  made 
in  this  way,  without  the  knowledge  of  the  people  who  lived  in  the  dis- 
trict, by  the  recommendation  of  persons  livingoutof  the  district,  and  having 
no  mterest  in  the  manner  in  which  the  office  might  be  filled.  Surely 
gentlemen  would  admit  that  these  Justices  were  not  properly  appointed. — 
\Vith  reference  to  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Associate  Judges,  for  many 
years,  the  people  had  wanted  the  privilege  of  electing  them,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  these  injudicious  appointments,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
remedy  proposed  by  associating  the  Senate  witli  the  Governor  in  the  Judicial 
appointments  would  be  sufficient.  Where  the  officers  are  to  act  immedi- 
ately on  them,  the  people  are  the  most  competent  and  the  most  proper  to 
elect  them.  He  did  not  believe  any  gentleman  would  assume  that  they 
were  not  competent.  It  was  their  interest  to  elept  good  officers,  and  was 
it  to  be  supposed  that  they  would  not  do  it  ?  Would  anyone  believe  they 
would  not  have  a  better  set  of  officers  ?  Many  of  the  Justices  have  made 
themselves  incompetent,  but  this  cannot  be  remedied  because  persons  are  not 
willing  to  petition  against  them.  The  consequence  will  be,  if  these  officers 
are  pinned  down  to  a  term  of  years,  though  incompetent  men  may  be  elected, 
the  people  would  better  hear  the  evil  knowing  that  at  the  end  of  the  term 
they  will  be  lid  of  it.  In  reference  to  the  Judges  of  Courts,  the  principle 
waa  the  same ;  the  opinion  of  the  majority  was  in  favor  of  the  limitation.  He 
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had  no  doubt  that  a  lar^e  majority  of  the  committee  would  be  in  favor  of 
electing  the  Justiees  of  the  Peace,  because  the  people  had  been  longaul 
anxiously  desiring  such  change. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  said  it  was  only  repeating  an  old  story  to 
say  this  was  one  of  the  amendments  which   the  people  had  called  for. 
He  looked  at  the  abstractments  of  the  question.     It  appeared  to  him  that 
if  the  people  were  capable  of  electing  a  Governor  whom  they  never  saw, 
they  were  competent  to  elect  Justices  of  the  Peace  whom  tliey  had  ofiei 
seen,  and  with  whose  chaiacter  and  talents  they  were  well  acquainted.— 
To  say  that  the  people  are  incompetent,  would  be  to  establish  the  monarchi- 
cal principle  that  the  people  are  uutit  to  govern,  and  we  ought  then  to  ^^ 
form  the  Constitution  by  establishing  a  monarchy.     The  people  had  ai 
interest  in  the  integrity  and  ability  of  the  officers,  and  would   select  suck 
as  could  not  he  swerved  from  their  duty.     He  refered  to  the  proceediii|i 
of  the  New  York  Convention,  and  to  the  opinions  given  by  Chancellor 
Kent,  in  favor  of  the  election  of  the  Justices  by  tlic  people.     With  thii 
loss  of  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  Triennial  Parliament,  the 
English  had  lost  much  of  tlieir  liberty,  and  the  degeneracy  of  the  people 
and  of  tlie  Government  followed.     The  experience  of  New  York  was  in 
favor  of  this  change :  the  people  of  that  State  decided   in  favor  of  the 
principle  by  one  hundred  and   twenty  thousand  to  five  thousand.     And 
what  was  the  result  of  the  change  ?     He  had  a  letter  from  a  member  of 
the  Reform  Association,  in  reply  to  an  interrogatory  he  had  put  to  that 
gentleman  on  the  subject.     Mr.  Lansing,  says,  it  gives  much  satisfaction, 
and  that  no  one  would  venture  to  propose  a  return  to  the  system  which 
previously  prevailed.     Another  letter  from  a  lawyer,  who  went  fiom  Bucks 
county,  Pennsylvania,  stated  that  not  one  person  could  be  found  who  was 
in  favor  of  the  old  system.     In  Ohio,  also,  the  people  are  well  satisfied 
with  this  system  of  electing  Justices,  as  he  was  informed  by  a  letter  from 
a  distinguished  member  of  Congress,  Mr,  Whittles y,  from   Trumbull 
county,  who  stated  further,  that  the  idea  that  Magistrates  were  influenced 
in  their  decisions  by  these  elections,  was  entirely  unfounded.     From  Mr. 
Lytle,  former  member  of  Congress  from  Ohio,  he  had  the  same  informa- 
tion.    He  had  various  other  letters  from  gentlemen  in  Ohio  to  the  same 
effect,  from  which  he  read  extracts.     The  gentleman  from  Chester,  said 
good  officers  were  not  to  be  obtained  by  election.     That  would  be  because 
the  term  is  too  long.     If  they  were  to  be  elected  every  year  it  would  be 
much  better.     Under  the  old  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania,  the  Justices 
were  belter  than  they  had  been  since.     We  had  the  authority  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Montgomery,  not  now  in  his  seat,  that  the  people  were  satis- 
fied.    The  teim  now  proposed,  he  (Mr.  Earle)  considered  too  long.    In 
the  outset  ot  our  Government,  the  system  of  electinc^  these  officers  pre* 
vailed  here,  and  so  it  did  in  Rhode  Island,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  Vennontf 
where  it  has  never  changed.     These  States  have  never  touched  the  annoil 
election  of  Magistrates.  The  term  should  be  shorter  than  is  presented  either 
in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester,or  the  report  of  the  coflD' 
mittee,  because  it  would  secure  better  officers.  Three  years  had  proved  saUf* 
factory  in  Ohio,  and  one  year  in  other  States.  The  election  being  for  a  abort 
term,  the  people  could  reelect  the  officers  when  they  choose.     He  wooU 
not  go  for  the  establishment  of  life  officers.    Frequent  elections  secured 
that  mponsibility  to  the  people  which  would  make  good  officen,  for  thi 
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p^pla  would  remove  them  if  they  did  not  fulfil  their  duty.  The  people 
were  as  honest  as  the  members  of  this  Convention ;  and  they  would  not 
elect  a  man  unless  they  thought  he  would  hold  the  scales  of  justice  impar- 
tially* He  would  make  the  term  of  service  very  sliort ;  for  the  shortest 
term  always  gave  the  greatest  satisfaction  to  the  people.  He  believed  that 
one  year  would  give  more  satisfaction  than  a  longer  term.  He,  thereforey 
hoped  the  amendment  would  fail,  and  that  some  one  would  forward  a  pro* 
position  to  reduce  the  term  to  one  or  two  years.  If  an  officer  required 
time  to  prepare  for  the  proper  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  office,  the  people 
would  give  him  time.  In  one  year's  service  he  would  qualify  himself 
for  reelection.  In  those  Slates  where  the  short  term  had  been  tiied,  they 
gave  great  satisfaction,  and  the  same  officers  were  frequently  leelecied  for 
many  years,  by  short  terms. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Koniomacher,  the  committee  then  rose. 

Mr.  Keim,  on  leave,  offered  the  following  resolution,  which  was  read: 

Whbrias,  the  remembrance  of  deeds  of  valor  and  the  achievements  of  the  patriots  of 
the  American  revolution,  to  whom  we  are  indebted  for  the  independence  and  sovereignty 
of  these  United  States  from  British  thraldom  and  oppression,  is  the  incuml)ont  duty  of  all 
good  citizens ;  and  whereas,  the  anniversary  of  the  dechiration  of  Americun  independence, 
•8  promulgated  to  the  people  by  Congress  on  July  4, 1776,  has  been  di'cmedat  all  timee 
worthy  of  popular  attention  and  regard,  as  the  birthday  of  our  naiional  ireedom ;  there* 
fore,  ibr  the  purpose  of  doing  honor  to  that  glorious  occasion,  be  it 

Beiohed,  That  when  this  Convention  adjourns,  it  will  adjourn  to  meet  again  on 
Wednesday  morning  next,  at  nine  o'clock. 

Mr.  Keih  moved  the  second  reading  and  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  Darlington  moved  that  the  Convention  do  now  adjourn.  Agreed 
to— ayes  53,  noes  32. 

The  Convention  then  adjourned. 


TUESDAY,  JULY  4,  1837. 

Mr.  Pennypacker,  of  Chester,  presented  a  memoiial  from  citizens  of 
Chester  county,  praying  that  the  sixth  section  of  the  ninth  article  of  the 
Constitution,  may  be  so  amended,  as  to  read  as  follows,  viz :  *'The  trial 
by  jury  shall  be  as  heretofore,  and  on  questionrf  effecting  life  or  liberty, 
shall  be  extended  to  every  human  being,  and  the  ri^rht  thereof  shnll' remain 
inviolate'',  which  was  referedto  the  committee  on  the  ninth  article. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Clear- 
field county,  praying  for  a  Constitutional  provision  against  the  sale  of 
monopolies  and  exclusive  privileges  by  the  Legislature,  which  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  moved  that  the  Convention  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  resolution,  which  he  submited  yesterday,  which 
was  agreed  to— ayes,  43  :  nays,  36. 

The  question  being  on  the  second  reading  of  the  resolution, 
voXm  in.  s3 
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Mr.  Porter  moved  to  dispense  with  the  reading  of  tho  re8oIutioD»  and 

submited  ilie  following  resolution : 

<*  Beaolved,  1'hAt  the  said  resolution,  together  with  the  resolutioxi  submited  hj  Mr. 
8teve51,  the  resolution  submited  by  Mr.  PuBviAifcE,on  the  30th  ultimo,  and  all  amend- 
ments  agreed  to  in  committi*eof  the  whole,  be  refercd  to  a  select  committee,  to  take  the 
same  into  consideration,  and  to  rt^rt  thereon**. 

The  resolution  (after  having  been  modified,  so  as  to  be  in  this  fonn)  was 
read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  the  indefinite  postponement  of  thif 
resolution. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  asked  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  mo- 
ver, or  whether  it  would  be  the  effect  of  the  resolution,  to  interfere  with 
the  proceedings  on  the  various  reports  of  the  standing  committees  ? 

Mr.  Porter  said,  that  was  not  the  object  he  had  in  view,  nor  couU 
such  be  the  effect  of  the  resolution.  He  desired  to  get  a  committee  togeth- 
er of  nine  members,  from  different  parts  of  the  Suite,  and  representing  the 
diffTerent  views  of  this  body,  to  settle  some  general  principles,  with  avieir 
to  shorten  our  labors.  It  would  enable  us  to  see  whether,  by  consultation 
and  some  mutual  concession,  some  satisfactory  conclusion  could  be  arri- 
ved at. 

Mr.  Brown  said,  that  his  object  in  moving  the  indefinite  postponement, 
was  to  prevent  an  interminable  discussion  on  the  resolution.     We  had  al- 
ready before  us,  a  volume  of  reports,  which  were  now  of  no  use,  and  we 
are  called  to  refer  to  a  select  committee  all  these  amendments.     That 
committee  would  report  all  these  in  one  amendment,  and  we  should  be 
plunged  into  endless  difficulty,  without  the  possibility  of  leading  to  anj 
advantage.      If  we  choose  to  depute  to  any  other  body  of  men,  the  task 
which  we  are  sent  here  to  perform,  was  it  likely,  that  when  they  came  to 
report,  there  would  not  be  dissatisfaction  and  discord  ?     He  apprehendrd, 
there  would.     This  had  been  the  business  of  the  committees  from  the  be- 
ginning :  instead  of  which,  had  the  whole  Constitution  been  taken  up  at 
first,  and  refered  to  the  committee  of  the  whole,  we  should  now  have  been 
almost  through  our  work.      We  had  gone  on,  and  there  had  been  no  al^ 
tempt  to  bring  forward  the  intervention  of  a  committee,  until  now,  when 
"we  were  just  entering  on  the  great  battle  ground — the  subject  of  theJudi- 
ciary — now,    when  every  man  was  prepared  to  act,  and  ready  to  com* 
promise  minor  differences,  now  a  new  Committee  was  to  be  appointed  to 
examine  the  whole  ground  again,  with  a  view  to  prevent  any  change  in  the 
tenure  of  the  Judiciary.     It  could  not  be,  that  the  resolution  was  introduced 
to  save  time  by  the  suppression  of  speeches,  for  if  gentlemen  had  made  up 
their  minds  to  speak,  they  woulu  speak  at  one  time,  if  not  at  another.— 
Already  two  reports  weie  bc^fore  us  on   the  suhject  of  the  Justices,  one 
made  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Judiciary  committee,  (Mr.  Hopkinsonjm^ 
another  by  the  gentleman  from  Luzerne  (Mr.  Woodward)  ;  and  a  ibirf 
proposition  was  to  be  expected.      Members  themselves,  might  as  v^M 
meet  the  question,  as  send  it  to  select  committee.     Shall  the  tenure  « 
the  Judiciary  be  limited  to  a  term  of  years  t    If  so,  shall  it  be  for  filter* 
for  ten,  for  seven,  for  live  years,  or  for  a  shorter  term  ?     The  snbjectioV 
as  well  be  received  in  this,  as  in  any  other  way.      The  whole  proccedinf 
appeared  to  him,  to  be  anomalous.     If  it  should  be  settled  in  the  comniu^ 
that  the  change  ought  not  to  be  made,  the  convention  might  determine  ^^^ 
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ought  to  be  made.  A  report  from  the  committee,  that  amendments  ought 
uot  10  be  made,  would  not  avail.  It  would  not  prove  to  be  a  labor  saving  mt« 
chinery :  but,  on  the  contrary,  mi^ht  occasion  considerable  loss  of  time.  He 
thought  it  better  to  go  through  wi:h  tiie  machinery  we  had  become  accus« 
tomcd  u^- 

Mr.  Keim,  of  Berks,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  or- 
dered. 

Mr.  Rrad,  of  Susquehanna,  expressed  the  hope  that  the  Convention 
would  not  now  appoint  a  committe^^  for  the  sake  of  considering  all  which 
had  been  said  in  the  last  two  months.  If  we  did  not  go  on  in  the  regular 
process,  in  which  wc  Ird  gone  on  for  the  last  two  months,  and  >^hich 
would  briaj^  us  through,  the  ofleel  will  be  to  retaid,  to  an  indefinite  period, 
the  icrminalion  of  our  labors.  The  efTL^c*  would  only  be  mischievous-^to 
throw  all  into  a  hotch-potcii,  or  into  ihc  fire.  He  hoped  the  motion  would 
be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  s.iid  the  object  was  to  save  time.  The  reso- 
lutions were  laid  on  the  table  with  a  view  to  save  time,  and  the  vast  ex- 
pense which  was  daily  accumulatincr.  Tfie  adoption  of  this  resolution, 
might  lead  to  a  compromise,  which  would  onaMe  us  to  close  our  labors, 
in  reasonable  lime.  What  loss  of  time  would  be  fuused  l)y  such  reference  ? 
There  could  he  no  loss  of  time ;  bu*  if  this  motion  prevail,  we  should  have 
to  offer  the  various  propositions  here  in  Convention,  and  to  discuss  them 
in  succession,  and  at  large,  unless  prevented  by  the  previous  question.  If 
the  committee  could  .lot  agree,  they  would  so  report.  If  they  were  unani- 
mous in  recommendinor  any  measure,  in  a  spirit  of  concession,  yielding  to 
each  other  on  some  points,  and  leaving  what  could  not  be  settled,  for  the 
people  to  dispose  of,  under  the  provision  for  future  amendments,  great  ex- 
penses would  be  saved,  and  the  people  would  be  better  satisfied.  He  thought 
no,  and  that  no  harm  C4)ul(l  possibly  he  done.  When  the  report  of  the 
committee  should  be  called  up  for  action,  then  the  motion  for  indefinite  post- 
ponement miijht  be  made.  Iiut,  pressed  at  this  time,  the  motion  would  put 
an  end  to  all  hope,  and  condomn  us  to  a  session  of  six  months  longer,  and 
an  expenditure  of  a  quarter  of  a  million.  What  siiould  induce  gentlemen 
to  bf^  so  jealous  of  each  other,  and  so  suspicious  of  the  operations  of 
this  Lodv,  that  thev  cannot  consent  to  have  a  committee?  Gentlemen  were 
not  acting  SO  as  to  produce  harmony  of  action  here.  Instead  of  harmony 
,  of  action,  there  w:is  no  indication  of  :iny  thing  but  the  most  acrimonious 
feeling,  and  the  bitterest  opposition. 

Mr.  Porter  said,  he  was  endeavoring  to  bring  our  labors  to  a  point  by 
concession.  He  never  expected,  that  any  proposition  which  he  brought 
forward,  would  meet  with  the  acquiescence  of  all.  But  he  wished  to  do 
his  part  towards  a  peace-olfering.  He  had  thought  his  proposition  would 
recommend  itself  to  all  parties,  and  he  was  always  disposed  to  yield  his 
share  for  the  sake  of  peace  and  harmony.  He  found  that  his  course  met  with 
the  approbation  of  other  gentlemen;  and  others  might  be  induced  to  offer  their 
suggestions,  so  that  the  committee  might  send  forth  something  like  the 
views  of  all  brought  together,  and  not  those  of  any  individual.  No  one 
could  hope  to  carry  all  his  views.  He  may  endeavor,  but  would  assuredly 
fail.  Another  individual  would  oppose  him  with  his  views,  and  he  also 
would  fail.  This  course  was  taken  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the  opinions 
of  all  as  near  together  as  possible,  inasmuch  as  no  one  can  expect  to  carry 
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cmt  all  his  own  individual  views.  It  was  in  this  view,  he  had  oflered  hit 
proposition,  and  not  to  disturb  and  distract  the  Convention.  If,  instead  of 
producing  the  result  he  aimed  at,  it  should  appear  that  he  had  only  throvn 
the  apple  of  discurd  into  the  Convention,  his  expectations  would  be  greally 
disappointed.  If  the  select  committee  could  do  any  thing  which  was  com* 
patible  with  the  spirit  of  compromise,  it  would  be  pleasing  to  the  people,  and 
dissipate  the  apprehensions  which  are  spreading  abroad,  and  also  among 
some  of  ourselves.  If  he  could  eifec^ny  thingt  he  would  go  as  far  asanj 
man  in  his  willingness  to  surrender  his  own  opinions. 

Mr.  Fleming,  of  Lycoming,  admired  the  spirit  in  which  the  proposition 
had  been  offered,  but  lie  could  see  no  possible  advantage  which  could  be  deri- 
ved from  it,  therefore,  he  should  vote  in  favor  of  indefinite  postponement 
We  have  now  duplicate  articles  of  amendments,  and  the  gentleman  hid 
yesterday  introduced  almost  an  entire  Constitution;  and, having  embodied 
therein  all  he  wished,  wns  not  content  that  his  proposition  should  take  the 
ordinary  course  pursued  in  regard  to  resolutions,  but  wished  for  a  special 
committee,  so  that  we  would  have  the  proposition,  for  the  third  time, 
before  us.  An  anxious  dispof^ition  to  save  time,  and  the  expense  of  gen- 
tlemen remaining  here,  w:is  a  common  profession.  It  w«is  well  conducted. 
Why  was  it  reiterated  ?  These  resolutions,  to  dispose  of  matters  which 
had  been  settled  before,  were  one  of  the  great  causes  of  expense.  The 
spirit  of  compromise  might  as  well  be  excited  in  the  Convention  as  in 
committee,  and  if  we  were  to  have  compromise  reports,  it  would  not  pre- 
vent any  gentleman  from  giving  his  views.  He  could  see  no  benefit  from 
the  course  proposed,  except  to  endorse  the  views  of  particular  indivi- 
duals. The  genti'^man  had  a  fair  opportunity  to  bring  his  views  before 
the  Convention,  in  the  same  spirit  of  compromise,  and  could  g^ive  hit 
views,  in  order  to  effect  a  compromise  and  expedite  the  business  of  the 
Convention,  and  everv  individual  member  would  still  feel  himself  bound 
to  bring  in  his  own  views,  and  there  would  be  the  same  opportunity  to 
come  to  a  compromise,  as  if  we  had  a  majority  and  a  minority  report  of  % 
committ'^e  before  us. 

The  Convention  could  not  fail  to  perceive  most  clearly,  that  notwith- 
standing all  these  declarations  in  regard  to  yieldin?  and  compromise— that 
the  various  propositions  which  had  been  introduced,  would  be  again 
brought  before  the  Convention.  No  matter  whether  we  had  a  dozen  or 
twenty  reports,  each  member  would  still  offer,  and  insist  upon  his  own 
proposition.  The  only  effect  of  the  repoit  of  a  select  committee  would 
be,  to  endorse  the  peculiar  notions  of  a  few  individuals.  He  could  see  no 
advantage  that  would  arise  from  sending  the  matter  to  a  distinct  and  sepa- 
rate committee. 

Mr.  Smvth,  of  Centre,  said,  that  he  entertained  no  doubt  of  the  since- 
rity of  the  gentleman  who  offered  the  proposition  ;  but,  he  could  not  see 
what  was  to  he  gained  by  it.  Besides,  he  objected  to  its  being  again 
spread  before  the  people.  He  tho.i<rht  the  effi^ct  of  it  would  not  be  to  ex- 
pedite the  business,  for  the  propositions  coidd  not  be  adopted,  without 
having  first  been  acted  upon  in  committee  of  tiic  whole,  Hud  it  was  not  to 
be  expected,  that  the  Convention  would  adopt  the  report  of  the  committee, 
without  considering  it  in  cominiltee  t.f  the  whole,  and  going  through  the 
same  rotnine  we  had  already  parsed.  The  gentleman  from  Adams  was 
coatiaoally  bringing  up  the  question  of  the  oxpoatet  of  the  Conventiont— 
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That  gentleman  had  said,  that  we  should  expend  a  quarter  of  a  million  iff 
dollars,  if  we  went  on  in  the  way  we  were  doing  now.  Who  was  to  hlame 
for  this  expense  ?  Who  had  heen  more  ready  to  bring  forward  propositions, 
and  thus  to  consume  time,  than  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  He  (Mr.  S.) 
did  not  blame  him ;  but,  it  was  not  right,  that  he  should  be  perpetually 
reminding  us  of  the  expense.  Had  the  motion  been  made  at  the  begin- 
ninsr,  there  would  have  been  some  reason  in  it ;  but  now,  after  gcttinir 
half  through,  this  proposition  would  only  stop  us  short,  and  turn  us  baok 
to  begin  over  again. 

Mr.  Fry  said,  that  when  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  North- 
ampton was  first  introduced,  he  was  in  favor  of  it,  but  afler  some  reflec- 
tion, he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  to  oppose  it.  If  the  Convention  had 
at  first  taken  up  the  old  Constitution,  and  gone  through  it,  without  refering 
any  part  of  it  to  committees,  we  should  have  got  along  better  than  we 
had  done.  He  thought,  that  the  only  way  to  make  progress  now  was,  to 
go  on  as  we  had  begun — to  go  straight  through  the  work,  without  turning 
off  to  the  right,  or  the  left. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  explained,  that  the  motion  which  he  had 
made  was  to  postpone,  indefinitely,  the  whole  matter.  The  gentleman  from 
Northampton  had  propounded  a  most  singular  question  to  the  committee. 
He  had  asked  what  Injury  would  arise  from  entertaining  his  proposition* 
He  (Mr.  B.)  should  have  thought  the  gentleman  would  have  asked  what 
good?  That  would  have  been  a  very  proper  question,  inasmuch  as  we 
came  here  to  do  e^ood.  Much  had  been  said  in  regard  to  compromise  and 
conciliation.  Now,  that  spirit  was  rife  here,  and  he  wished  to  cultivate  it. 
He  wished  that  feeling  to  prevail.  But,  he  feared,  that  if  another  report 
were  made,  the  harmony,  which  at  present  prevailed,  would  be  destroyed, , 
and  we  should  be  divided.  He  did  not  suppose,  that  any  gentleman  de- 
sired to  bring  about  that  state  of  things,  but  such  would  be  the  consequence 
of  acting:  upon  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Meredith,  of  Philadelphia,  remarked,  that  the  Convention  were 
sitting  on  a  day  distintruished  in  the  history  of  this  country,  and  he  pre- 
sumed, that  they  would  adjourn  till  to-morrow,  when  the  piesent  subject 
should  have  been  disposed  of.  He  said  that  he  was  in  favor  of  the  reso- 
lution, and  against  the  postponement  of  it,  because,  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  want  of  courtesy  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  gentleman  who 
had  brought  forward  this  proposition.  Such  a  request  ought  to  be  gianted, 
and  ouglu  never  to  be  refused,  except  under  peculiar  circumstances,  in  a 
deliberative  body  like  this.  To  refer  a  proposition  like  this,  would  not  in- 
terfere with  the  proc'cedinj^sof  the  body  its.'lf,  for  the  committee  would  sit 
when  this  body  was  not  in  session,  it  seemed  to  him  that  an  impression 
prevailed  among  some  genilemcn,  that  because  a  committee  made  a  report, 
we  were,  therefore,  bound  to  endorse  it.  That,  however,  was  a  conse- 
quence which  did  not  follow.  He  was  opposed  to  any  adjournment,  until 
we  should  have  finished  the  business  we  came  here  to  transact.  If  the 
Convention  ever  came  to  any  conclusion,  it  must  be  by  compromise ;  and, 
he  was,  consequently,  willing  to  vote  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee, 
composed  of  gentlemen  from  every  side  of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  whether  any  compromise  of  oonfiicting  views  could  be  effect* 
td»    He  tEouf  bt  this  would  be  much  better  thaa  to  adjourn,  aA«r  littmf 
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tbre«  months  and  tell  the  world  that  we  could  agree  upon  no  meuurv  of 
any  importance. 

Mr.  PuRviAN'CB,  of  Butler,  hoped  the  motion  to  postpone  would  pr»' 
vail.    It  had  been  his  desire,  at  the  commencement  of  our  labors,  that  we 
should  have  pursued  the  same  course  as  the  Convention  of  1790,  andha?e 
had  no  standing  committees.   He  thought  that  the  time  had  gone  by^  whea 
the  gentleman  from  the  city  (Mr.  Meredith)  should  talk  about  its  being  a 
want  of  courtesy  not  to  comply  with  the  wish  of  a  gentleman  to  rai.«e  an- 
other r.ommittee.     It  would  be  recollected,  that  the  gentleman  from  Lo- 
zcrne,  (Mr.  Woodward)  not  now  in  his  seat,  offered  a  proposition  to 
raise  a  grand  committee,  composed  of  one  member  from  each  Congres- 
sional district,  and  for  the  very  purpose  avowed  by  the  resolution  now 
before  us.     What,  he  would  ask,  was  that  object  ?     Why,  ostensibly, 
that  object  was — a  compromise.     A  compromise  of  what  ?     Had  we  not 
gone  through  almost  all  the  articles  of  the  Constitution  ?     What,  then,  he 
would  enquire,  had  we  to  compromise  ?     Had  we  not  already  disposed  of 
the  question  of  suffrage,  and  the  question  of  electing  the  county  ofHcers  ? 
Notwithstanding  that  wc  had  disposed  of  almost  every  thing  before  as, 
with  the  excep'ion  of  one  article,  still,  when  wc  came  within  reach  of 
that,  gentlemen  were  determined  to  look  another  way,  and  ask  for  a  com- 
miuee  of  nine,  and  the  majority  would  be  against  any  change  in  the  Judi- 
ciary.    Their  report  would  be  laid  on  the  table,  as  would  be  a  counter  re- 
port which  also  would  be  made.  We  should  have  to  go  into  committee  of 
the  whole  on  them.     He  took  it  for  granted,  that  this  would  be  the  consa- 
qncnce  of  adopting  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton.— 
That  gentleman,  however,  and  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens) 
wished  to  avoid  touching  what  they  might  consider  the  '*  elixir  of  life'*. 
But,  he  (Mr.  P.)  would  tell  those  gentlemen,  that  the  time  would  come, 
when  it  must  be  touched.     We  miji^ht,  then,  as  well  do  so  now,  as  after  the 
conmiitieQ. should  have  heen  raised. 

Mr.  Porter  here  intimated,  that  he  would  withdraw  his  resolution  for 
.the  present,  if  the  gentleman  (Mr.  S.)  would  withdraw  his  own. 

Mr.  P'oRviANCE  would  say  a  few  words  in  relation  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  gentleman,  who  had  siibmitcd  the  propositions  as  to  the  expenses 
of  the  Convention.  He  (Mr.  P.)  could  not  see  what  necessity  there  wts 
for  continually  laying  the  expenses  before  us.  For  what  purpose  was  it 
done  ?  Was  it  to  render  our  proceedings  unpopular  with  the  people  ?— 
He  could  perceive  no  other  object  in  view  but  that.  His  (Mr.  P's.)  con- 
stituents, certainly  twenty-four  out  of  twenty-six,  were  in  favor  of  limiting 
the  tenure  of  those  offices,  which  might  be  denominated  life  offices.  Tliey 
were  willing  to  incur  any  expense  to  obtain  an  amendment  of  the  Consti-' 
tution,  in  that  respect.  He  had  had  some  conversation  with  a  gentleman  wbo 
was  experienced  in  the  business  of  legislation,  and  was  informed  by  bioit 
that  the  daily  expenses  of  the  Legislature,  on  an  average,  were  greater 
than  those  of  this  body."  The  gentleman,  too,  in  making  his  calculation 
of  the  expenses,  had  included  the  mileage  of  members.  Were  we  incur 
ing  that  expense  at  this  time  ?  He  apprehended  not.  He  would  conclude 
what  he  had  to  say,  by  expressing  his  hope,  that  hereafter  this  subject 
would  not  be  introduced  on  this  floor,  to  interupt  the  progress  of  business, 
which  we  were  met  here  to  dispose  of. 
Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  said  two  or  three  words  by  way  of  explaoa- 
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iioD.  He  had  supposed,  that  the  mileage  of  members  would  amount  to 
about  thirty-three  dollars  each,  making  the  sum  of  four  thousand  dollars  in 
all.  from  the  period  of  meeting  to  the  close  of  their  deliberations. 

Mr.  Porter  withdrew  his  resolution,  and  then  moved  that  the  Conven* 
tion  do  now  adjourn,  but  withdrew  the  motion. 

The  President  said,  that  as  he  had  observed  frequent  violations  of  the 
latter  part  of  the  fourth  rule,  and  as  it  would  not  apply  to  any  gentleman, 
in  particular,  now,  he  would  direct  their  particular  attention  to  it. 
['I'he  rule  was  here  read.] 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  on  leave,  offered  a  resolution,  that  when 
the  Convention  adjourn,  it  adjourns  to  meet  on  Wednesday  morning,  at 
nine  o'clock,  which  was  agreed  to.  He  then  moved  that  the  Convention 
do  now  adjourn.     Lost — ayes  34,  noes  40. 

Mr.  Porter  moved  that  the  Declaration  of  Independence  be  now  read, 
which  was  agreed  to ;  and. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Butler,  of  Philadelphia,  the  Declaration  of  Indepen- 
dence was  read  by  xMr.  Porter  ;  and  then, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  M'Sherry,  Washinoton*s  Farewell  Address  to  the 
People  of  the  United  States,  was  read  by  Mr.  M'Dowell. 

The  Convention  then  adjourned  till  to-morrow  morning  at  0  o'clock. 


WEDNESDAY,  July  5,  1837. 

Mr.  M^Call,  of  Washington,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of 
Washington  county,  praying  that  a  Constitutional  provision  may  be  in- 
serted, as  follows :  *'  The  trial  by  jury  shall  be  as  heretof«)re,  and  in  ques- 
tions affecting  life  or  liberty,  shall  be  extended  to  every  human  being,  and 
the  right  thereof  shall  remain  inviolate^',  which  was  refered  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  ninth  article. 

Mr.  Crum,  of  Huntingdon,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Hun- 
tingdon county,  on  the  subject  of  secret  societies  and  extra-judicial  oaths, 
which  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SIXTH  article. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole,  on 
the  sixth  article  of  tlie  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Darlincton,  to  amend  the 
report,  so  as  to  provide  that  the  Governor  shall  appoint  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  in  such  convenient  districts  as  are  or  shall  be  directed  by  law  ;  that 
they  dhall  hold  their  office  for  the  term  of  five  years,  but  may  be  removed 
for  misbehavior  in  office,  or  on  conviction  of  any  infamous  crime,  or  on 
the  address  of  both  Houses  of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  DoRAN  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion,  and  they  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  amend,  and  decided  in 
the  negative— yeas,  23 ;  nays,  78 — aa  followf : 


668  PRCCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

YsAB— Meim.  Baldwin,  Carey,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chaunoey,  Cochran,  Cram, 
Darlington,  Dunlop,  Harriti,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  M*8herry,  Meredith, 
Penny  packer,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Sacger,  fc»cott»  SerriU,  Thomas,  Weidman,  8e^ 
geant,  Pretident — 28. 

NiTB — ^Messrs.  Agnew,  Banks,  Barclay,  Bamdollar,  Bamits,  Bayne,  Bedford,  Bon- 
ham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Chambers,  Clarke,  of  Bea- 
rer, Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cleavinger,  Cline,  Crain,  Cummin,  Curil, 
Darrah,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Diilinger,  Donnell,  Doran,  Earle,  Farrelly,  Flemiog,  Forward, 
Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  HelA 
ienstcin,  Henderson,  of  Allegheny,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hiester,  High,  Hopkinson, 
Houpt,  Hyde,  Keim,  Krebs,  Macloy,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Call,  M'Dowell,  Merrill,  Merkel 
Miller,  Montgomery,  Myers,  Overfield,  Pollock,  Purviance,  Read,  Riter,  Rog-  rs,  Russell, 
Sellers,  Scheetz,  Shellito,  Sill,  Smith,  Smyth,  Snivelv,  Sterigere,  Stevens,  Stickel,  Taggart, 
Todd,  Young— 78. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  moved  to  amend  the  report  in  the  second 
line,  by  striking  therefrom  the  word  **five",  and  inserting  the  word  "three." 

Mr.  DuNLOP  expressed  a  wish  to  have  a  vote  on  the  abstract  question, 
and  to  leave  the  term  in  blank. 

Mr.  Read  did  not  see  but  that  the  question  could  be  disposed  of  in  this 
form  as  readily  as  in  any.  He  would  &imply  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  his  motion. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  moved  to  amend  the  report,  by  striking 
out  all  after  the  word  **  Section",  and  inserting  as  follows :  *'  Such  a  num- 
ber of  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  be  elected  by  the  people,  as  are  or  shall 
be  directed  by  law". 

Mr.  Sterigere  said,  the  motion  was  not  in  order.  It  went  back  to  the 
original  proposition,  and  was  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Read  stated  that  it  was  a  substitute,  and  was  not  in  order.  It  went 
back  to  the  principle  of  the  five  years,  which  he  had  proposed  to  strike  out 

The  Chair  was  of  the  opinion  that  it  was  in  order  for  the  proposition  to 
go  back,  but  had  doubts  whether  it  should  embrace  the  five  years,  which 
was  inconsistent  with  the  object  of  the  original  amendment.  He  would, 
however,  leave  it  to  the  committee  to  decide  the  question,  and  would,  for 
that  purpose,  pronounce  the  motion  to  be  in  order. 

Mr.  Read  appealed  from  the  decision. 

Mr.  Darlington  withdrew  his  motion  to  amend. 

Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  striking 
out  the  word  *•  three".  His  reason  for  the  motion  was,  to  bring  directly 
before  the  committee  the  question  of  election,  or  appointment.  It  was, 
therefore,  proper  that  every  mind  should  be  untrammeled  by  the  ques- 
tion of  any  particular  term  of  years.  Some  might  be  in  favor  of  a  longer, 
and  some  of  a  sliorter  term.  He  desired  to  bring  up  the  abstract  question 
of  election  for  a  limited  term,  or  appointment;  and  to  put  the  question  pro- 
perly, he  had  moved  to  strike  out  "  three."  He  hoped  the  gentleman 
would  accept  the  amendment  as  a  modification. 

Ml.  Read  said,  he  would  not  accept  the  amendment.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  gentleman  desired  what  he  called  the  abstract  question, 
when  that  had  just  been  decided  by  a  vote  of  nearly  eighty  to  twenty -three. 
That  was  a  test  question,  when  every  one  voted  with  a  knowledge  that  he 
could  afterwards  move  any  particular  time.  He  hoped  the  amendment 
would  not  be  agreed  to,  because  it  would  enable  the  gentleman  to  bring 
btfore  die  committee  an  abstract  questioD,  which  had  already  been  dec^jded 
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vote  of  near  four  to  one.     It  would  be  better  to  decide  at  once,  if 
;i7Q  ftballbe  five  or  tliree  years,!  ,  U,^  \^as  not  so  anxipiis  ^Uout  the. 
}fi his!  amend ipept,  asTtp  desire. tp  cpnsuaie  much  time  upon  it.         .  '  J . 
TbDirvLOP  vrithclrew;i>ifi  ainondment%  ^   .     =  .  \[ 

r.  KoMGMACHEjt  said— rMr,  CLaarman :,.!  consider  it  a  duty  which  t  ^ 
tamyselft  andte  my  constitpentiu  to  state  some, of  the,viewi|  w;hich  . 
ertain  on  the  subject  under  discussion.     In  doing  this,  I  promise  to 
[brief  as  I  cau«    I  fceU  not  only  the  importance,  and  SDlemnity  pi  the 
;  but  great  defercjire  towards,  tho  body  whiph  I  am  addressing.    I,as- . 
jou,  that  I  did  not  nse  witli  t!ie  view  of  eiUighteninjr  this  intelligent , 
;  I  know  and  feel  my  incx)mpetency ;  butmeiely  to  express  my  hum-f  ,. 
pinion  on  the  subject,  under  consideration^'  Jf  .1  am  wrong  i|i  my 
B,  that  I  .-may  bo  corrected,  cither  by  the  (.'pnyentjon,  or,  hy  my  con*. , 
ints.  , 

leof  the  most  important  of  our  duties,  is  the  organization  of  the  Judi-, 

system  :  it  controls  the  lives,  liberty,  and  property  of  the  people,.  .If  . 
;;ripple  your  Judiciary,  you  will  have:  a  jniscnible  GovernmeiU»,  i.nr  ,' 

ijf.  you  wi^h.to  sustain  the  supremacy  of  the  laws,  you  must. have 
dependent  .Judiciary ;  when  you  desUoy  its  independence,  you  c^og  , 
jrhole  machinery,     I  ani,^tlicreforc,  in  favor  of  the  Governor  appoint- 
11  Judicial  officers,  from  tlic  Supreme  Judg(?s  down  to  the  Justice^  or 
Peace.     I  am  decidedly  opposed  to  the  interference  of  the  Senate  in^ 
ippointments ;  I  want  the  responsibility  to  rest  with  the  Governor;  if., 
losuot  discharge  the  duties,  of  his  oHlcc  withtldelity,  we  know  \yhom 
ame;  if  he  takes  care  of  tlie  interests  of  the  people,  the  people  will,, 
care  of  him.  When  the,  Senate  is  of  opposite  politics,  his  nomination^ , 
have  no  more  weight  or  influence,  than  if  you.  give  the  npmiui^ting, 
nr  to  any  one  of  the  Senators  iu  the  minority.     The  Senate  is  an  iA-. 
odentbody  ;  this  has  been  so  ably  explained,  that  I  ivill  add  np  iQO^ei 
lat  point ;  I  will  only  say,  that  if  you  make  the  Governor  siibservieu.t ', 
dependent  on  the  Senttc,  you  may  as  well  dispense  with  thatpffi<?Rr.. 
dy*    I  would  rather  give  the  appointing  power  to  the  JSen^^fi  ^xclu*, 
y,  than  divide  the  respousihility  between .  twp  heads.     If  they  n^aki^^i 
[  appointment,  the  Governor  will  blame  the  Senate,  and  tlie  S^enat'e 
)Uine  tlie  Governor.     Where  will  ypu  then  get  redness  ?     I  am  will-  . 
0. Atrip  the  Governor  of  so<  much  of  his  patronage,  which  I.cpn^ider.. 
igB.tp  tlie  citizetis  of  the  respective  counties  :  I  mjQ4n  the  county  of*. , 
s,  as  those  oAcers  create  all  the  turmoil  and  confusion  oi>  a  Governor's.. 

io^--.  ..- r 

un  decidedly  opposed  to  electing  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  various  , 
»m.,  ,  In  the  first  place,  if  you  elect  them,  you  necessarily  wilj  m.ak^e  * 
..politicians,  dependent  on^  the  will  of  the  political  party  to  which  theyj. 
tta^hed:  this  uust  be  obvious  to  all.  1^  is  a  folly,  to  pre^if.rpq  tiiat., 
wi|l  have  better  Magii^tratrs-  by  ejecting  them. ;  for  instance^  suppose,  ; 
i^^lection  for  a  Ju:^tice  of  thfi  P^'ace,  a  qjuarrel  takes  place  between. the .^ 
rji  about  the  candidates,  and  tlie  ofltn4er;^  were,  arraigned  before  .the. 
eiaful  candidate  on  a.  cliarg^  of  assault  nnd  battery ,  wpuld  it  not  be  , 
Wable  and  natural  to  presume  that  the  Magics  (rate  \vould  beincUbfid  t^pr. 
r.the  party  who  had  been  metruinentai ijn  procuringjuselecupixt,  piu., 
convinced,  if  you  elect  the  justiaeti  o/the  P^ace,  you  wiljl  encourage/, 
aqd  immor^ty  of  the  wor^  species. ,  Jio  re^pectabji^.fuid  hd^f^tfnaAi, 

.!..,T.0U1IU..'  •  ^t.  ..•.,.  . 
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would  suffer  his  name  to  ^o  on  the  ticket  to  be  held  out  to  the  public  (# 
be  abused  for  the  paltry  (althoue^h  important)  office  of  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace ;  and  as  the  fees  are  too  trifling  and  insignificant  to  be  an  object  for 
any  man,  the  consequence  would  be  that,  in  a  few  years,  your  Judiciary 
system,  if  carried  out  according  to  the  views  of  the  Radical  Reforroen, 
would  be  piecisely  on  a  parallel  with  your  miiitia  system,  which  we  all 
admit  to  be  a  disgrace  to  the  Commonwealth.  I  am  informed  by  good  an- 
thoritv,  that  there  is  a  certain  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  the  State  of  Ohio, 
who  m variably  is  ve-elected  at  no  more  expense  than  one  barrel  of  whiskey, 
which  he  deals  out  on  the  election  day. 

Mr.  Chairman,  how  will  you  get  an  expression  of  public  opinion  by 
electing  your  Justices  ol  the  Peace  in  the  country  Districts  ?     I  think,  that 
judging  from  the  manner  elections  were  heretofore  conducted,  it  is  a  fair 
criterion  to  judge  how  they  will  hereafter  be  conducted.     Then,  sir,  the 
township  in  which  I  reside  has  a  population  of  one  thousand  taxable  in- 
habitants.    In  most  instances,  less  than  the  tenth  part  of  the  voters  elect 
our  township  officers.     This  is  not  only  the  case  in  one  District,  but 
throughout  the  county.    This  negligence  is  easily  accounted  for.     The 
greater  part  of  the  citizens  of  the  county  of  Lancaster  are  connected  with 
the  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  interests,  properly  termed  the  bone  and 
sinew  of  the  community :  they  are  not  like  another  class  of  citizens  who 
make  politics  a  trade :  they  believe  that  all  party  organizations  are  attended 
with  corruption  and  degradation,  to  some  extent:   they  piefer  to  attend  to 
their  own  domestic  avocations,  aud  to  spend  their  leisure  hours  with  their 
families  by  their  own  firesides,  and  not  in  taverns  and  grogshops  ;    con- 
sequently, they  do  not  meddle  with  the  politics  of  the  day.     The  only 
election  they  take  an  interest  in,  is  the  Governor's  election :  to  that  officer 
they  look  as  the  protector  of  their*s  as  well  as  the  Commonwealth's  inte- 
rest :  when  that  election  is  over,  their  mind,  as  to  politics,  is  undisturbed 
until  another  Governor's  election  takes  place.     If  you  inflict  the  election 
of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  on  them,  you  will  in  a  measure  destroy  their 
happiness,  and  compel  them  to  become  politicians.     They  have  very  Iitde 
to  do  with  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  as  they  are  now  appointed  ;  it  is  the 
vicious  and  depraved  disturbers  of  the  peace,  who  are  generally  seen  in 
the  Magistrate's  office ;  this  class  would  take   the  most  interest  in  the 
election  ;  consequently,  a  person  who  becomes  a  candidate  would  look  to 
those  for  support. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  said  about  the  Governor  having  too  much 
power :  it  is  my  humble  opinion,  that  the  less  quantity  of  patronage  a  man 
is  encumbered  with,  the  safer  he  stands  :  he  cannot  please  every  body  by 
the  use  of  it,  and  he  will  have  to  refuse,  and  consequently  to  displease  a 
greater  number  than  he  can  please.  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that  where  one  roan 
is  benefited  by  an  appointment,  all  the  rest  had  to  pay  the  cost  of  it,  and 
that  by  attaching  the  one  to  himself,  he  runs  the  risk  of  losing  the  many 
by  disgust  ?  And  such  will  ever  be  the  consequence  in  a  free  countrvi 
where  men  reason  for  themselves,  and  from  themselves.  Why,  then,  if 
this  war  against  the  Governor  appointing  tlie  Judicial  officers  ?  Why 
WES  it  found  necessary  in  England  to  make  the  Judiciary  independent  of 
the  sovereign  power,  which  is  vested  in  the  King  ?  Was  it  not  because 
the  Judicid  officers  are  the  Ministers  of  Justice  ?  To  maintain  the  su- 
premacy of  the  laws,  it  is  all-important  that  they  should  be  independeot 
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In  our  country  the  people  are  the  keepers  of  the  sovereign  power ;  it  it* 
therefore,  ju8t  as  important  that  the  Judiciary  should  be  independent  in  m 
Republic,  where  the  people  govern,  as  a  Monarchy,  where  the  King  holds 
the  power. 

I  aro,  therefore,  in  favor  of  retaining  the  appointing  of  the  Judicial  offi- 
cers as  they  now  are,  under  the  present  Constitution;  but  I  am  disposed  to 
concede  as  to  the  appointing  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  for  a  term  of  not 
less  than  seven  years,  which  would  he  one  year  longer  than  the  Governor 
can  serve ;  [if  we  adopt  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  that  subject]  ;  con- 
sequently, the  Governor  could  not  re-appoiut  a  Justice  whom  he  had  ap- 
pointed. 

As  it  is  now  in  order  to  offer  an  amendment,  I  will  content  myself  by 
Toting  against  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna, 
(Mr.  Read),  and  against  the  report  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  G.  W.  RiTER  addressed  the  Chair  as  ftdlows:  Mr.  Chairman— I 
do  not  rise  with  a  view  of  detaining  the  Committee  long,  nor  do  I  for  a 
moment  believe  I  shall  edify  them  in  the  course  of  my  observations.  I  am, 
however,  constrained  to  give  my  opinion  upon  this  subject,  it  being  in 
direct  hostility  to  the  views  just  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from  Lancas- 
ter, (Mr.  Konigmacher).  In  my  opinion,  sir,  there  is  nothing  connected 
with  Government  more  important  than  the  Maj^istracy,  and  nothing  more 
difHcult  of  good  Government.  The  great  object  ought  to  be  to  make 
Justice,  if  [  ossihle,  certain,  peaceable,  and  less  expensive ;  to  maintain 
perfect  equality  of  all  persons  before  the  law  ;  to  oppress  no  one,  and  yet 
to  punish  all  those  who  merit  it  by  breaking  the  law.  There  is  law  for 
individual  contracts,  and  for  crimes  and  offences :  some  of  our  couits  settle 
disput(?s  amon<if  men,  others  prosecute  malefactors.  The  most  extensive 
jurisdiction,  and  that  most  felt  by  the  people,  is  that  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace ;  beoause  there  are  ten  persons  havinsr  suits  about  small  sums,  to 
one  having  disputes  about  large  ones.  For  this  reason,  it  is  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  our  attention  is  due  exclusively  to  the  higher  courts; 
on  the  contrary,  it  is  the  Magistrates*  jurisdiction  that  is  most  important 
to  the  great  mass  of  citizens.  I  desire,  however,  to  be  perfectly  under- 
stood as  not  den(»uncing  the  Magistracy  of  the  Stato,  as  I  am  well  acquain- 
ted with  many,  who  are  not  only  honest  and  qualified  ofHcers,  but  who  are 
numbered  among  the  best  of  our  citizens ;  but,  unfortunately  for  the  com- 
munity, thtir  numbers  are  few.  Yes,  sir,  I  may  add  very  limite.l.  Let 
us  then  endeavor  to  correct  this  imperfection,  by  allowing  the  citizens  to 
elect  their  own  Magistrates,  and  for  short  terms  ;  they  then  can  select  men 
whom  they  know  to  be  higrh-minded  and  honorable,  who  will  not  glory  in 
disputes,  or  covet  their  neighbours'  money ;  but  who  will,  when  practica- 
ble, settle  all  diffKtulties  satisfactory  to  both  parties.  This  will  not  only 
save  much  unpleasant  feeling  and  considerable  expense,  but  will  render 
the  law  less  odious,  and  in  a  great  degree  subdue  litigation  in  trivial  mat- 
ters, which  has  proved  so  exceedingly  degrading  to  all  who  are  concerned. 
These,  sir,  in  conjunction  with  many  other  reasons  that  I  could  adduce, 
are  the  incentives  that  have  prompted  me  to  urge  upon  this  Committee  to 
consent  to  such  an  alteration  in  the  Constitution,  as  will  permit  the  people 
to  select  their  own  Justices.  I  regret  to  have  detained  the  Committee  thus 
long,  but  hope  1  have  not  offended  any  one  in  the  course  of  my  remarkit 
baviqg  been  particularly  cautious  in  aot  condemning  or  denouncing  tbo 
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**to  manyhohoratVe  merii  wlio  riot  only  dederve  my  respect,  but  io'wti^tfl 

pwe  much,  kintlness.     However,  I  must  urge  the  principle  of  ^l^cJ^dbD,  ^ 

^e  comipunity  is  aniioiiisi  for  tHej  entire  exlinciipn  6(  the  ttdw^r  thkt'fOTcei 

^^li|P9n  ill  em  officers,  wlVo  do  "hot  study  the  public  is^elw^';  bdt,  'ttf  the 

^contrary,  w.ith  few  exceptions,  desi^elitigati6ri-^^in  short;  the  etil  is' ih  tht 

^^ppointing  power,  and  the  election  by  ttie  people  is  the  only  rehiedy/    * 

I^r^  Clarki^  of  Indiana,  wished  in  a  v^ry' words,  to  give  th^  re^n 

Why  he  could  not  vote' for  the  amendment  of*  the'gehtl^rii'ari'ifrom  Sa#qtffe- 
.  Ifanna.  He  did  not  like  to  hear  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  all  s^bk^^f, 
^as  they  had  been  spoken  of  hiere.  It  was  true  thete  Were  ifn&ny  liithe 
'  Commonwealtti  who  did  not  )ionor  the  office,  but  the  largelit  niia^e)*of 
J  them  were  respectable.  They  were  the  conservatives  of  sodety,  i£nd  it 
^  wa^SjOniy  because  they  held  their  oAices  for  life,  and  hkd  been  too  liAuch 
^mu^tiplied,  that  the  people  had  been  induced  to  ask  fdr'^hy  ^t^r^tibli^in 
^^ Regard  to  them.  We  were  not  expected,  while 'altei*in'g  ihc^e  m&tt^tis;'to 
jfTin  into  an  opposite  extreme.  iTe  had' consulted  with' many  g^nllertiin 
jJpObio,  and  they  hfid  all  a^eed,  that  the  term  for  '  which  Justices 
^  were  clectetl,  was  too  short,  in  consequence  of  WMch:  it  was  dAlicaltto 
.  !get  respectable  men  to'  fill  the  6fiice,!arid  difficult  to' get  jUstlcfe.  ife  wai 
/,tqld  by  a  farmer,  a  good  democrat,  that  the  eliecfioris  were  t6o  IVfeqirtkt, 
.  and  that  too  muclfi  time  wa!s  lost  in  attendinjj  them.  He  said  that^'trliat 
^•yith  special  elections,  owing  to  resiffriations  and  bihfer  (ia\is6^.,  &nd  the 'other 
.,, ejections  they  were  on  the  electiou  ground  fifteen  times  "a  yfear.  "This  ttis 

a  gr^at  annoyance .    The  people,'  theiftselvfes',  Would  riot  be'  ih  fevbf  lof 

ipqli  a  system.     They  wanted  respectable Vneh, "iVid  siich'jshbuld  ^^tVe;' it 
^  '^ieasi,  and  perhaps,  at  most,  five  years'.     Hc'flid  riht  like  'th<j  t^i^m  6tt€)rtn 

years,  in  the  old  Constitution.     'Fhe  term  of  three  yeairs,'^:*  Iri'Ohio;  Wai 

'^too  short     |Fiy«  years  would  soon  come  ir6tihd,  jlnd  the  people,  if  thfcy 

J  Ji^jd  not  l\ke  an  oflicer,  could  then  get  irid  of  h^tfi.     One  cofti(>laihtiri  OWo. 

Jiyas,  that  they   could   riot  giet  compet^ixt  men.     He  had  r6c6iVi^  "siltftcr 

from  an  intelligent  man  in  Ohio,"who  staled*  thd' difficulty  of  giHtirigJt^ 
^^  ticefp  owing  to  the  Justice  liying^  at  lob  gi^aCa'  distahV^c^l' ' Th^*  flr^tye^r, 
\  the  Jujstice  is  gratefulfor  his"  office,  tlie  second  year  tic  is  lobkih^  outfor 
^'tjiose  who  will  vote  for  him  again,  arid  his  decisions ^re too" lipilorbtf Iftflo- 
/^enced  by  his  intere?^s.     Me  could  hot,  ih^refoireV  c6Hfe6ht' ttt  takrihm 

years.     In   avoulinff  Scylla,   tlicy'iiiusrnot  ffdt  a  CkXlii^Bt>t^.     itfeWas 

.  against  the .  aroendmei^t. 

'  ;,Mr.  CuRLL»  of  Armstrong,  wiais  sorry,  to  be  dbliged' ti)  diff^i^  ^'little 
[, from  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  'The  ica^orihfe"  differed  frbnrftH^t^ih 
'ilemaa,.  and  should  vote  ii)  favor  of  the  JamendiriieHt;*  ^is,  that  iso  for  as 
',  Ji^  hau  been  advised  jby  his  cohslitqentsi  t^^^    y^erW in  (ki/di  'of  a'lenft  of 

tlfire^Jyears.'    That  was  the  general  voice  of  the*  coUrityhe^ifiepir^ieirttid, 

.jand  liQ  could  not  see,  as  there  appeared. to  be  ^such  a  dis']^6^itioii  itt. "die 

[  ,9P,"y^?f*<^^v  to  let  the  people  exercise  the  power,  '\<r hat  diffictiUV  thfere 

^r.should  be,  in  leaving  tnis  niatlor  to  them.     Thej^"  knriw  ti'ho  ^r^  bfest 

^  oqalifieil,  and  Where  to  find  the  best  officers,  aiid  rib  evil  coUTd  result;  from 

leaving  the  whole  in  their  hands.     If  ther^  weVe^ustices  of  the  Peace, 

^j|o  fond  of  retaining  the  office,  as  to  use  irhprtiper  mea^is  <o  8€fc\ird  B  ie- 

*  electlbri,  they  are  not  fit  to  be'cKosen;  and  he  hbpad,'  tibhe"  Would"  b^'k* 

lo«(edi  who  would  90  abuse  the  trusti  which  t)ie  people  repoee^  in  ibeiOi 
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'^iri^*1(Kie^\^^'^  budh')^r»6ticd«  wii^  he  lite<dl.':The  only  Imtmeiff  of  time 

■mfbiii'''Wrfh'mt  ^i¥vtV  Htfhdped'th^iimertdnibht'Of'the  g«htMiiiaQ 
"iraih  'Su^qfK^hiitihaf' wduM^preVdilj  atid  'heh^  fmd'iKi  doubtvin9'co^Btitu- 
',i^i^'V6iiM^pph^\'tf-hi6  cotrrtfe  ill  Vdtliifg'fori^M'ithey'had  approved  hit 

"^'MA  MfeKttfittm;  of  PhifAdlitphiHj  niiid;'  Sefbrciithe  fitwd  Vote  -wai  lAen 
'6^,the'qt]ei9t$oh;:h(^  dbi^ted  to  give  Hik  vie^B;     He  knew  the  minds lof 
'^Wemh6Hf'Wik^ititiA&^p}b{ii  'h^'vrinx^d  'to"p?{ioe'hii^  ©pinionson  reookd. 
'THd'Jd^fcfei'of  the  Ptedbl^  fblrrhcld'*'  c*aM  of  dfficew  of 'the  freatesthn- 
-"WArtdntj^lb  tHi'  CctertibhweMthV    TlW'rtnbbirtjftuitSj'Undeif  on^  Wn- 
'*Wih  Vfdllai^V  iri  'amouht,  far  eXdefeBs  thobtifthat  ffo^  into  die  Supreme  OotiH, 
'"'W  iHWH'beydmi  'th^t'attidhtii.  ■  fikich  iura*  not  dnlr  the' case  here,  but'in 
'dt^&Y'Brilkin  ^Isd;  ii  heti^it  hb«  b«eh  slated  in  PartisnAient,-  that  tho  eonlii- 
"iniiWesTdr  iumd  rinder  thirty  prttind*;'fAr  exceeds  in  amonnt,  those  bejiroiid 
'^W^'nti'hi:    fCcoWd'riot;  th6refore,'bd  a  tnatt^rtrf  mdiffefeticc  to  the  pteo- 
•'jile  wheife  thib  pdWterVaS'lrtdored:  He  denied  that  any  of  the  evils*  which 
"hdA*b^i^H  cfdmplairied'  of,  h^d* tesirhed  irofti  the  mode'of  appointirtg  these 
'lAfGdEfry: '  We'  havfei  tried  fcolh'  modes  of' 'a p'poirrtmwil  of  Justices  of  the 
Teaire ;  the  rtode  of*  'd'HJtingf  by  the '^  of  appoint- 

''meiflby 'the  ^bverrtot':  'and  i!he'  mode?  'of  electing  was  rejected  by  the 
''^bpl^V.bte^fense'it'Y^ii*  Wmrtd'fo'fkil  entirely/   This  mode  was  triqd,  too, 
^  'M  k  tlnjcl  wh^  It'Wfli  tWnc.h  bettet^y^aldilatedtb  give  setisfaotionv  thiin  at 
""tftlft;j)n^^iVit;bW?*nse'<he^i''th6irjtiH8dictkyrt  extended 'bnfy 
•fi'vfe' dollaf #  !ahd  thffty;-1hree  cents'.   '  Now  their  Jorisldrctioii  had  bcfen  ex- 
'tWnVI^iJ  tb' all  J  dafisetruVideron^'lhbdred' dollars;  and  how  was  it«to  beex- 
■'j^eftted'tdartsW^lr'ndw'td  elect  these  offircrSj'^hen  ithad  proved  a  failure 
■'Tic^fctnffihre,.  wlien '  trteir  jnrifedictr^^^  was  soiUmfted.     It  has  bedn  found 
*•  rfintefe  th'e'hfihdred  doMat"  htv 'passed;  that' the  hidde  of  appointment  of  iiis- 
*'  tie^s  df  the  Perice  Iwdnbfgrvdrt  general' sattj'f.ictiojr.     Then  he  thoagkl  it 
•'yks'i);>liarent'that>Ve  Cannot  remedy  the  evil- by -a 'change  in  the  mode 'of 
"ipp'oihfWfefAt;  becau4«i  W^  have  tried  both  mbdes,  and  neither  had>giyen 
'  '^^h^raf »Ali*ftfrtidh:  'Wehitve'ttied  the  modeot  electidni when  their teivil 
"JttHsAlfc^tiort  ^s  limited  tda'Vftry  smallsiim'?  arid  the  people  had  fsarren- 
^  'd^^'ft  Uji'  ^d'cdliljentlpd^  haVe'th^e  offiders  appoirited  by  the'GoVdm- 
••'Or/1i¥  Iftfil'hop&i'of'  {ToliTnbf  a  bditer  sysienri'    We  hsuve  tried  <(he'  -mode^of 
"♦V^ldifttSdn^fofflfeVen  years,  the  vbty  lertn  iiirhich some  gtetlertfieh* now  cdn- 
•  t^ttd'fb^'and-lt turtied  dot uy be  a  perfebrfaillir^.  "We-havealso  trifed-^c 
'••Wdde  ^of"  lappdi^rttmcni  for  good  b<iha>nor,ahd  it  tippdars' to  haw  failed.*— 
*•  life  dtd  not  t^ish  to'inrhjljfe"in  slnydcnum'ldtions  of'thopeiifScersi,  at«he 
*'k*rt*f#'thet»e'^ere''nrff]/i]{-  of  ih^m^'Who  dischargddiheir  duties  wi^^great 
"'ahflity,  attd  tOi'the'feaiisftifrtonidf  nffOAl  persons,  ^hd  hridhadany  tbin^to 
•"do 'with  thehTThat'  he  beHfcved  there  was'a*  |?enefal  -dlsbontent  w^ih  the 
";»t^fettT  r  afntfhiy  thorrfrhr  ihe  'questi/yfif  'fehdiAd  bo  exiiminedv  end  'dM  we 
'•  sfcouhrgo  to  the*  tool  of  tlitr  cvll^anrf  ^iWrdvor  triascertaih  )h>w  topfmovc 
'if:  -^If  iinrjflier  mode  fi^iid  b^eii  tric*d'frotrt  the'onb  noW'phractisedupon,  Mid 
*  ilhid'^veh  dij^snti^niou  :  and  ;the'presi»iit  mode  had  givdri  lKssatisfac• 
-''libn,  he'tt^rrid  cnqliirei!"  wcywereiiotjAituoonlhe  racfc.to'aiicb^ 
'••ll  Wiitf'that'both  motif's  Imd  proved  misatisfAJtor^.  'Under'tho  Obihrthatlon 
'■t/tilW,'  SustK^GS  of^  the  Peit^e  were*  eleetdd  for'HMvtinyew*^  terndu  that 
n)ode  was  so  uiiiatiifaotory  to  the  peoplei  that  it  waa  one  of  the  prineipal 
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reasons  for  the  assemblinfi^  of  the  Convention  of  1789,  to  reme  the  dm 
existing  Constitution.    Then  we  should  endeavor  to  look  to  the  causes  ef 
this  dissatisfaction,  with  a  view  of  removing  the  evil  complained  of,  if  pos- 
sible ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  a  change  in  the  mode  of  appointment  wosU 
give  this  relief;  and  he  did  not  believe  any  change  in  the  term  of  oflke 
would  gfive  it;  and  when  he  said  this,  he  spoke  upon  the  experience  we 
have  had  of  fourteen  years  under  the  Constitution  of  1776.     All  the  etilf 
which  have  been  complained  of,  he  apprehended,  arose  from  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  Justices'  courts.     They  were  so  constructed,  as  not  to  cive 
that  confidence  in  them,  which  every  court  of  Justice  should  have.    The 
whole  evil  complained  of,  he  contended,  had  arisen  from  legislative  aetioB. 
Under  the  present  laws,  by  fnr  the  greater  number  of  controversies  in  thti 
Commonwealth,  are  determined  in  Justices'  courts.     In  the  year  1810, 
the  Legislature  extended  their  civil  jurisdiction  to  all  sums  under  one 
hundred  dollars,  which  was,  by  far,  too  extensive  a  jurisdiction,  considei- 
ing  the  construction  of  their  courts.     What  is  a  Justices'  court,  that  it 
should  be  clothed  with  such  extensive  powers,  as  to  determine,  in  a  laifB 
majority,  of  the  controversies  which  arise  in  this  Commonwealth  ?  .  Is  it 
a  public  court  of  Justice,  in  which  every  man  can  be  heard  by  himsdf,  or 
by  a  counsel,  and  in  which  his  case  is  tried  by  a  jury  of  his  fellow  eiti- 
zens ;   and   where  the  law  is  ably  expounded,  and  the  facts  critically  ex- 
amined, before  all  the  parties,  and  before  the  whole  world  ?  Not  at  alt.    It 
is  a  private  tribunal,  and  the  case  is  determined  upon  in  a  private  office, 
where  no  persons  are  ad  mi  ted  but  the  miserable  parties  themselves  ;  and 
the  trial  had,  perhaps,  at  midnii^ht.     How  is  it  to  be  expected  that  jnstiee 
can  be  administered  under  such  circumstances,  which  would  give  satisfae- 
tion  to  the  parties,  and  to  the  public?     How  could  it  be  expected  that  jns- 
tiee would  be  administered  under  such  circumstances  ?  How  could  it  be  ex- 
pected that  men  would  acquiesce,  in  a  decision,  when  a  suspicion  might 
be  resting  in  their  minds,  that  something  of  an  improper  character  turned 
the  scale  of  justice  against  them  ?     You  cannot  expect  it,  and  you  cannat 
have  satisfaction  rendered  t»  all,  until  you  remove  the  source  of  the  eviL 
You  must  give  the  proceedings  of  these  courts  that  publicity  which  yoo  gire 
other  couits,  and  place  them  on  an  equal  footing  with  those  courts,  or  yoo 
may  tamper  in  vain  with  the  modeof  appointment,and  never  give  satisfactioii. 
Then  how  was  this  object  to  be  effected  ?     And  what  was  the  diflerenee 
between  their  courts,  and  other  courts  of  justice  ?     In  the  first  place,  ai« 
they  paid  like  other  public  officers  ?     Do  they  receive  a  salary  from  the 
public,  which  disconnects  them  from  all  interest,  in  the  case  in  controve^ 
sy,  other  than  to  do  justice  between  the  parties  ?     No  sir.     They  depend 
upon  the  perquisites  of  office,  entirely,  and   receive  nothing,  but  what 
comes  in  this  way.     Then  none  of  them  could  be  free  from  suspicion. 
Every  peison  who  loses  a  cause,  will  suspect  them  of  injustice,  foriiaii- 
ter  motives.  The  administration  of  justice,  to  be  good,  must  be  free  froin» 
and  beyond  suspicion ;  and  he  said,  again,  they  never  could  be  free  froin 
suspicion,  so  long  as  they  should  be  regarded,  as  having  an  eye  to  their 
own  interest.    In  fact,  he  had  heard  it  said,  that  there  were  Justices,  who 
never  had  been  known  to  give  a  judgment,  against  an  individual,  who 
was  unable  to  pay  the  costs.     He  did  not  say,  that  this  was  the  fact,  hot, 
he  had  heard  it  asserted.     How  was  it,  in  a  case,  where  an  individual  had 
H  great  nuo^ber  of  suits  to  bring,  in  the  course  of  a  year,  and  from  whieh 
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the  Mairistrata  must  expect  a  good  revenue?    Was  it  to  be  expected,  that 
Mat^iitrates  would  not  look  to  their  own  interest,  in  the  determination  of 
such  suits  ?     If  they  decided  suits  a^inst  such  a  person,  they  would  ex- 
pect to  lose  his  custom,  and  in  this  way,  they  would  be  influenced.     How 
was  it  then,  to  be  expected,  that  juMice  could  be  administered,  under  such 
circumstances  ?     Even,  in  case  the  Magistrate  did  justice,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  be  under  suspicion.     If  he  gave  judgment  against  a 
defendant,  when  the  plaintiff  was  his  customer,  a  suspicion  would  rest  in 
the  mind  of  the  defendant,  and  perhaps,  in  the  mind  of  the  public^  that 
the  Magistrate  was  improperly  influenced,  because  the  plaintiff  put  into 
his  pocket,  annually,  a  large  sum  of  money.     To  remedy  this  evil,  then, 
he  would  pay  these  Magistrates  an  annual  salary,  out  of  the  public  funds, 
because,  he  believed,  they  nevei  could  do  justice,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
community,  so  long  as  they  were  paid  in  the  manner,  now  practised  upon. 
Why  were  the  judges  of  those  controversies,  which  were  over  one  hundred 
dollars,  paid  by  the  public,  while  the  judges  in  the  cases,  of  by  far  the 
greater  majority  of  controversies,  in  the  country,  were  paid  by  a  different 
mode  ?     Under  the  present  system,  you  give  the  Justices  an  interest  in 
deciding  the  cases,  brought  before  them,  not  according  to  their  merits,  but 
according  to  the  mode,  in  which  most  men  are  influenced.     That  is  to 
settle   the  case,  in  such  manner,  as  to  put  most  in  their  own   pockets. 
Why,  sir,  how  is  it,  that  a  court  of  law,  is  allowed  to  receive  no  perqui- 
sites ?     How  is  it,  that  the  Judges  of  courts,  shall  receive  no  perquisites 
of  office,  unless  it  is  upon  the  principle,  that  they  were  to  administer  jus- 
tice  impartially,  without  any  influence  operating  upon  their  minds,  of  a 
sinister  kind?     It  was  impossible  to  administer  justice,  and  render  satis- 
faction, and  receive  a  compensation  from  the  pockets  of  the  suiters ;  be- 
cause, it  was  impossible  to  free  the  minds  of  those,  who  had  been  decided 
against,  from  a  suspicion,  that  the  Magistrates  had  been  operated  upon,  by 
sinister  motives.    It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  any  body,  of  men,  how- 
ever pure,  and  upright  they  may  be,  can  resist  this  prevailing  impression 
in  the  minds  of  the  public.     He  believed  that  the  evil  complained  of, 
might  be  lemedied  in  some  measure,  by  a  law,  fixing  the  number  of  Jus- 
tices to  be  appointed  for  a  district,  or,  so  regulating  the   district,  ns  to 
prevent  an  aggregation  of  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  as  existed 
at  present,  from  the  fact,  that  the  Governor  was  not  limited,  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  appointments,  and  every  one  made  appointments  of  such  number, 
as  suited  themselves,  and  by  this  means,  they  have  raised  up  to  the  num- 
ber of  five  thousand  or  more  in  the  Commonwealth.  But  he  apprehended, 
to  get  rid  of  the  evil  entirely,  we  must  do  one  of  two  things.     That  is, 
that  we  must  either  declare  in  the  Constitution,  that  Justices  of  the  Peace 
ihall  not  have  civil  jurisdiction,  in  c^ses,  where  the  sums  in  controversy, 
shall  exceed  $5  33  ;  or,  leave  them  civil  jnrisdiction,  to  the  extent  they 
now  have  it,  and  pay  them  in  the  same  manner,  that  you  pay  the  oflicers 
of  other  Judicial  tribunals.    This  would  prevent  them  from  having  any 
pecuniary  interest,  in  the  decision  of  cases  brought  before  them,  and 
relieve  them  of  the  suspicion,  which  will  ever  attach  to  ^lem,  of  settling 
eaeei,  with  an  eye  to  their  own  interest.     It  will  also  put  out  of  their 
power,  all  opportunity  for  extortion,  and  assimilate  these  tribunals  some- 
what more  near  to  a  court  of  justice.    These  were  the  only  two  modee 
he  knew  of,  by  which  the  difliculty  could  be  leaehed,  and  by  way 
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of  testing  the  sense  of  the  committee  on  the  subject,  he  moved  to  amend 
the''^iAoa^ent4)y  Ciddinf^/  aftteinthe  ir()i^-j)fopoi|9d  tfQube-iKrifJiWMiiWii 
the  'following^  '4»'bdt  ithqjr  shall  ihai^ilBCfrjiirijidicnVoA  iHtioiinkcMM)^/. 
wktchUhe'snMiiii'^oontiloveTsy,  exoaeds^'aEtf'i  ^iffhiohiiamendnwQl^^VMfs 
Ttredtfed  lirithovtia  dtvlsic^m -'  •  h\\     -,  •  "mU  ^m  Imu,  .ui-.t'},.  i  «jii  >e;«*l  i«t  ii-i^ 

'Mr.  MBRKbrrH' j)eiz€<  niokr^<<to  a«eB4  ihe  ;LiaeBd|nen4,>  by^ioflanii^ 
after  the^  wotrds* proposed  tb  ba  stFicben.Dut-.the,i following:  ^.'i*>afld:iflbatt. 
receive  a  compehsationforthtir  servicestio  beifixedlby<lawyjb.ut.QQjieea . 
or perqulisites  of 'Office i'-''  -    •     ih  f  ';  »■':  ;  '.i  ^    i.n.i.n-ii*!. 

*  Mr.  MERRILL  shid^thnt  alihoet  ever^i  Justice  of  > the  P«acfi^i  witkiWhoKd 
he  hadfoiivereedionithis  subjecMt,  had refered' to. jLhie .matter  of  thenlfwir  ofli 
ofHod,  akone  df  the<prinoi^al  erils  •oompkiaed.cf.i  'The  Juatiees. lOf^^a 
Pe^  isb^kl  bo  pilsoed  in  a  jiiosition,  so  that  they.. eould.iiidepcndenlli^it 
prdtect  the  weak  against  the' oppmiisidn  of  the>8trong^  >andt  «niesairlbe3;it 
were:mkle  thue:independentv'dt*'l?aa  notjto  be  expected  that  they  ocwiUddA- 
ehtii^  jtifitrcei  •  The-  persb&e  mostialerestedii^thtt  dischjUsge  ^  tha  duliff/ 
of  the  lusticies,  were  tbs  poor;! ai^dy. Upon  ithenLfeU;  the  ex^nacj  of abei. 
niaintdhancc'drthis  valuable  body  of  o£cfrs.  ,  Mucl»>had;be8».faid  aboHt^ 
the  poor;'and  greatre^rdifor  them  was  often  (profeafed;by  $QTsm  gentkhu 
nteii. '  -Bnt,  in  this  coootry^ these  diatinctions'eould  not  be.drawii^  saninah 
tenths  of  tlie  ridh  mad^  t^eif  own  .fortunefc, >  and  no  one  waa  so.rioh: ita . .la,. 
perpetuate  his  wealth  in  ihis  family  under  our  lawe,  4o  the  .third  genenHs 
tion  fronn  him.-  -  He  hatd  he^rd  hqret  and  telsewhera*  tbc^moaltuuj^st  x^^ 
flections  <*a6t  upon  Justttei^ of ihePeaee..' die  believed,? as ia.-boi]^,  the^r 
didnot  deserve  it;  and,  so  nn-aahiaiknowledgeextcindediJualicea  ^ntba.* 
Peace,  '^ere  seiedted  fpom  <the  mpst^respdrtable  postioniof  our.  citi9fBa.-<y^ii 
If  ihen,  the  Magistrates  vere'roada  indepeitdemap.cpmpen$atiDnf  Mid,  weNa's 
required  to'  corifotm  their*  pracRacelo^  some  fixed  TvlesijustioeiinigtUiba; 
dbnle*io  the  pbbrand  Uie  rich.  i.Ifrnvaa. thai  poor  man  iwho.{Wa9Mmo8|ii;iMH>:r> 
eat^d'in<iih^  adminiatmttiota' df  justice^  by  l^e  miig^Atnalefi  jof  •thii.  S^t^to»r-^^ 
If  he  wasiioptpresied;  he  must  ia«bm|^>beeau5e.be.wasmot'abW<tVa  /oan^ix 
hia  case  to  a  higher  >taribunal:;  while,  the!  rtchtcould  appeal  freMb.aAy:jp4iT) 
m^nt^of  the  magistrate,  itadoioTy  bis' oau^^fwhete  bei  would •hav«taf»otknii 
hearing,  and  have  it  i mpmiaUy>  decided 4^.  He  iWOuldfi^b^nafoiievifphkS^ 
Justices' of  the  Pebceinsdch  a  posi.iiorxitbai  iheyiWdukliba^vo.noi  inteiesti. 
ilk  being  partial,  ^^ndithey  would Uhen.  not  be  auspectM  of •  d(Mi>g,iiijiijM09^t 
for  sinister  purpctoea^- and  the  public  at  kegetiirouid  be  .satisfied  t>WAh4he|i£ 
proceodingSi  He  apprehended  toov  that  their  jvriadicUoniiafM'Ba^hi.MOii 
large.  There  was*  not  onemaniqai  hundred  wrhot  ii^^hi^  lifeiHiflSflirffewi^ 
hJd^suit  involiting^ia  sUm  exceeding ^nehundxed  dollars. n.^Th^jfuris'.t 
dietion,  therefore^:  covered  fouriifthsiof  aUtheisontro^raieaiithii^  W>ae^iit>t 
tbo'Stite 9'ahd^  •th&ti^ibnilalXor.,the idetenAinatioBi oC* tbe!9e>inMlPl?iaNiK» 
cases 'was  held  inaeeret^  and  •judgment. waa  passi^din^^t^ils^aQdiltlM^ipllMa 
lAanl'asn'.-auitbr,  >had  no  aid-mnei  pDoteotionr--4iO  ,aidvpci;tekibri.Uar./(»itNW9 
andiri-mariy  caaeeno  nj^tiofiappeaiw  -Wbeise  AheiinducefliU^nta.tOt#ipafm 
tialiand  iBt^nssted  judgment'  was  jtoi«tioRgi  ^the.dafeated  Ilaityr:<i^uiWI[2S^ 
tUvailybe^' impressed 'with  .the  belicrff  tbatrtba  decision  ,wa»^8fV('ermd.<llfq 
ioiei^au  Tbenv let  us' put.ihia  elatoof  oiSeera'ah6TeMi8pic|Qna,iii]|l  aJI)omi 
temptationi;  lei'psopbceitheni  onithe  same  footipgl5HilbilheifeagifQa4  qeMb 
in  ihe  country ^ .  and  tteker  them  indepcQden^  and  i&ey  ^wiU  be;  ^^ted  t9^ 
Ihe^  tane  respeet  by*  tke^  pubiic>  With  wbiei^  Jud^M^of  yo^r courts iiWilll>r 

•','■■       ■•'    '•''>-     '•■•4I  •.    ■!    ■**'•    l.li!i''>     J\,\t  i\'\\l'n    iill    ri-»ii»  ».'     7i|     .|»i    .T'-ijijt  -til    il»ill«ir 
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treated.  Their  proceedings,  too,  should  be  conducted  in  the  same  public 
manner  in  which  the  proceeding  of  courts  were  conducted,  and  then  there 
would  he  no  suspicions  in  rela  ion  to  injustice  being  done  in  some  obscure 
and  hidden  corner.  He  could  see  no  reason  why  justice  should  be  admi* 
nisered  upon  one  principle  in  a  regular  court,  anil  upon  another  in  a  Ma- 
gistrate's court.  He  was  opposed  to  all  such  distinctions,  and  hoped  that 
all  suits  would  he  decided  upon  the  same  principles  of  right  and  justice. 

Mr.  Merkdith  then  called  for  the  yeas  and  navs,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Darlington  should  not  now  ha\e  taken  up  the  time  of  the  com* 
mittee  with  a  sinsfle  remark  of  his,  had  it  not  been  that  he  had  received 
letters  from  seveniHntelligent  Magistrates  of  Chester  county,  proposing  a 
similar  plan  to  the  one  now  under  consider.ition  in  tlie  Convention.  They 
weie  of  opinion,  that  the  scheme  they  had  proposed  would  lessen  the 
evil  complained  of:  hut  still,  n^it withstanding  their  respectability,  and  the 
regard  he  had  for  their  opinions,  he  felt  compelled  to  vote  ajj^ainst  it,  be- 
lievinsr  the  scheme  to  be  visionary,  and  alto<(etlier  inadequate  to  the  evils 
it  was  pntposed  t )  ri'medy.  If  salaries  were  paid,  how  were  they  to  be  reg- 
ulated ?  One  Justice  might  not  bring  five  suits  in  the  course  of  a  year, 
while  aiotfier  would  bring  tivc  hundred.  'i*hen,  was  the  man,  who 
bro:i(rht  but  five  9uits,  to  be  paid  an  equal  salary  with  the  other  ?  Then 
again,  if  you  give  a  man  a  certain  salary,  because  he  had  issued  processes 
in  a  certain  nnniber  of  cases — if  he  is  a  corrupt  man,  he  will  use  corrupt 
means  to  got  the  requisite  number  of  suits,  to  entitle  him  to  the  salary.— 
He  apjirelicnde  1,  that  there  was  ni  better  mo;le  of  regulating  Jus^tices 
than  by  allowing  them  to  decide  such  cases  as  are  brought  before  theint 
accoiding  to  thi'ir  own  ide-is  of  justice  and  law,  subject  to  be  appealed 
from  to  a  hiu[her  tribunal.  This  was  the  system  he  would  recommendt 
and  he  knew  of  no  better  oik;  which  couUI  he  adopted. 

Mr.  PuRviANCE  wpuUl  ask  the  mover  of  this  amnndm^nthv  what  means 
he  intended  to  regulate  the  s:i!arips  of  these  Justices  of  the  Peace  ?  If  he 
was  answered  by  the  li'^girilaiure,  he  would  only  say  that  it  would  con- 
sume a  Session  of  itself  in  makinir  the  regulation,  and  if  the  salaries  were 
to  be  fixed  at  one  hundred  dollars  each,  a  yeir,  it  would  amount  to  four 
or  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  per  annum.  He  knew  of  no  better  means 
of  defeating  refonn  than  hy  adopting  this  amen  Inient.  It  would  at  once 
makn  all  ref  irui  unpopular  with  the  pedplc,  and  destroy  the  whole  of  the 
salutiry  measures  adopted,  and  lo  be  adopted  by  this  Convention.  Ho 
hoped,  therefore,  no  reformer  would  think  of  supporting  it. 

Mr.  MERKDirn  said,  he  had  not  expected  to  carry  the  Hrst  amendment, 
because  he  s-iw  that  wc  were  to  be  determined  in  our  action,  perhaps  from 
the  fart  of  this  being  tried  more  than  forty  years  ago,  and  that  it  had  been 
changed ;  but  he  hoped  his  second  amendment  would  meet  with  more  suc- 
cess. The  gfudcmtn  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Darlington),  had  objected  to 
giving  a  salary  be(  ause  the  Justices  would  probably  do  a  business  differ- 
ing very  much  frun  each  other.  His  idea  was  to  have  the  number  of 
these  officers  limite  i,  so  that  there  would  he  no  more  appointed  than  was 
actually  neceE>sar}%  and  this  would  obviate  the  object  of  the  gentleman 
from  Chester,  auvl  he  would  give  them  no  interest  in  increasing  thearaount 
of  business.  Now,  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Butler,  (Mr.  Pirmn- 
AN'CE},  hii  would  say,  that  hs  would  have  the  regulation  made  by  the  Le- 
gislature.   If  it  took  one  Session,  as  alleged  by  the  gentleiBan,  or  if  il 
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look  fi^e  SeMiODf ,  it  would  be  no  objection  to  him,  provided  it  was  tttett* 
ded  with  beneficial  results.  But  the  gentleman  from  Butler  had  mid  that 
if  the  salaries  of  these  officers  were  fixed  at  one  hundred  dollars  each,  it 
would  amount  to  four  or  five  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Now,  no  man 
could  suppose  that  four  or  five  thousand  Justices  of  the  Peace  were  neces- 
sary in  this  Commonwealth.  Every  one  must  he  nware  that  this  number 
is  too  great*  and  that  it  should  be  limiied.  He  would,  therefore,  allow  the 
people  of  each  county  to  pay  the  compensation  of  these  Ju^tice8,  and  when- 
ever the  proper  and  necessary  number  was  exceeded,  they  would  apply 
to  the  liCgislHture  and  have  the  evil  remrdied.  This  would  he  leaving  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  peo{  le,  in  the  best  possible  mode.  If  they  de- 
•ired  the  number  in  any  partiruhir  county  or  township  increnseil,  they 
could  apply  to  the  LcgiFlature  and  get  the  additional  nt:mher,  and  if  they 
wanted  it  diminished,  they  had  it  in  their  power  to  apply  to  it,  and  have  it 
diminished.  How  w;is  the  tax  raised  for  ihe  support  f  f  these  ofllirerB  at 
present  ?  Was  it  an  equnl  and  just  tax  ?  Not  at  all*—  it  was  a  tax  raisrd 
rrom  the  poor  and  unfortunate ;  it  was  a  tax  unequal,  unjust,  unrertahi, 
and  limited  only  by  the  cupidity  of  the  officer.  The  rich  could  never  be 
oppressed  by  tlle^e  officers,  because  they  could  »p|  e:il  and  carry  their 
cause  to  anothci  trihui-al ;  but  the  p(  or  it  was  who  suffered  ;  they  were 
the  class  of  persons  injured,  and  they  ahme  suflered  fioni  the  extortion  of 
these  « ffioers.  That  the  Justices,  if  they  had  equal  pay,  miirht  still 
do  an  unequal  amoimt  of  busines.  might  be  true;  hut  it  \io.tfd  apply 
equally  to  all  the  higher  Courts.  He  held  that  the  present  mode  nf  ad- 
ministering justice  in  Magis  rates*  Courts  was  at  variance  with  the  prin- 
eiples  of  ju>tice  and  law.  and  oppressive  to  a  large  rh^ss  of  the  perrons 
who  had  businesR  before  \\une  tribunals.  Their  avowed  object  waa  to  do 
justice  between  man  and  man,  but  they  fell  short  of  t'lis.  They  only  *'keep 
the  word  of  promise  to  the  ear,  while  they  break  it  to  the  hope.*  He  had 
introduced  this  proposition  from  a  sense  of  duty,  hut  he  had  little  expecta- 
tion of  carryinfif  it  at  present,  as  he  was  fearful  it  would  be  ccnstdennl 
by  the  Convention  as  altojsether  too  novel  to  meet  their  approbation.  But 
he  hoped  that  what  had  been  said  might  be  reflected  upon,  and  that  it 
would  receive  due  consideration  bv  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Serogant  (President)  said,  it  was  impossible,  according  to  his  no- 
tion of  the  matter,  to  separate  the  different  propositions  frcm  i  ne  another« 
in  auch  a  way  as  to  avoid,  on  each  of  them,  a  discussion  of  the  main  point. 
Each  proposition  connects  itself  with  the  first  one,  which  goes  to  change 
the  mode  of  appointment ;  and  he  confessed,  for  himself,  that  he  despahed 
of  any  additional  amendment  to  remo\e  the  alleged  evil,  if  that  evil  be  not 
lemoved  by  the  principal,  not  to  say  radical,  change  proposed.  His  mind, 
therefoiCt  recurred  continually  to  the  principal  question,  which  was  a  ques- 
tion of  vast  importiince,  and  worthy  of  serious  consideration  and  discni- 
lion.  It  was  not  to  be  passed  over  by  a  hasty  vote,  introducing  into  the 
fundamental  law  of  the  land,  a  principle  which  we  may  have  cause  to  la- 
ment as  soon  as  it  is  introduced,  l^et  us  examine  this  subject  for  m  few 
minuiea.  I  have  not  understood  that  any  member  of  iliia  Convention  sug> 
festa  it  as  m  p<*8sible  thing,  to  dispense  with  this  class  of  officers.  Then 
are  functions  belonging  to  them,  of  such  a  nature,  that  the  well  being  of 
■ociety  demands  their  existence.  1  allude  here  to  what  may  ha  callid 
their  primary  functions.    Otheia  have  been  engrailiad  by  Legiuativv  aetsp 
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at  one  of  my  colleaitiies  hns  suggested,  which  have  caused  the  chief  com- 
plaints,  well  or  ill  founded,  tliat  have  been  made  against  them.  Their 
primary  functions  are  those  which  belong  to  them  as  conservators  of  the 
peace—as  a  conservative  body.  I  do  not  menu  that  they  are  conservatives 
in  the  sense  in  which  that  word  is  used  in  our  debates,  to  denote  a  party. 
Thus  applied,  it  nu'rht  injure  them  with  those  who  style  themselves  re* 
formers.  But  he  knew  no  other  appropriate  term  by  which  to  designate 
them,  excepting  this ;  and  if,  by  reason  of  the  name,  they  were  obnoxious, 
they  musst  fall  under  the  opprobrium  of  the  name,  but  he  for  one  would  be 
very  sorry  to  see  it.  He  would  almost  be  willing  to  fall  with  them,  if 
that  sort  of  conservatives  were  to  go  down.  As  conservators  of  the  peace, 
however,  he  supposed  it  would  be  conceded  that  they  must  be  preserved. 
They  were  essential  to  the  peace  and  security  of  society.  Then,  how 
was  this  body,  consisting  of  nearly  four  thousand  citizens,  to  be  constitn- 
teJ  ?  This  is  a  question  which  ouiiht  to  he  decided  by  evidence,  or  by  ar- 
gument, or  by  both.  Let  us  examine  it  upon  the  grounds  of  evidence  and 
of  argument,  applied  to  the  subject.  When  he  said  thi<«,  he  did  not  mean 
to  admit  as  proved,  every  thing  which  any  holy  mi^rht  state,  but  such  evi- 
dence as  oujrht  to  influt^Mce  the  judgment  of  reasonable  men,  inquiring  af- 
ter truth.  What  is  this  evidence  ?  For.  evidence  we  certainly  have.  It 
is  of  two  kinds;  the  one,  authentic  and  indisputable;  the  other,  of  a  dif- 
ferent kind,  consisting  of  loose,  general  hearaay  and  belief.  He  would  not 
contrast  thftm  at  present.  What,  he  said,  is  the  evidence  with  regani  to 
the  present  plan  of  appointing  this  sort  of  Magistrates,  com  ;ared  with  the 
plan  now  propose.!  to  be  adopted  ?  The  first  evidence  you  have  is,  thht 
the  methoJ  now  proposed,  has  been  tried  and  found  wanting,  and  delibe- 
rately co:idemie  1,  after  fMirteen  years  actial  experience.  It  was  the  plan 
of  the  Constitution  of  I77ri,  and  it  was  rejected  in  1789-90.  The  opera- 
tions of  tSe  firsit  system,  are  stilt  within  the  recollections  of  some  p'rsons 
Btill  living,  who  can  go  b:ick  and  speak  of  the  Magistracy  as  it  was  at  the 
tim^^ofthe  adoption  of  the  present  Constitution.  lie  did  not,  however, 
mean  to  rest  upon  this  p  )siti*m  alone,  strong  ns  it  was.  The  evidence 
does  not  stop  thr^re.  T;iat  i»,  ths  c  >n  l:Mn:iatio'i  fr  tm  RXperience  of  the 
pia*i  now  pr  >pos'd.  B  tt,  in  favor  of  th?  existing  p*an.  we  hive  the 
evidence  of  the  Tisgisl  itur?,  fr  ^m  the  a  lonion  of  the  Cnstitu'i  m  to  the 
present  tim3.  L  »ik  at  your  st-itnie  hook,  and  see  if  vou  c:m  fin  J  any  war- 
rant there,  f  »r  the  indi<tcriininate  aS-ise  inJaUeJin,of  thiscla^s  of  officers, 
which  w  ndd  condemn  the  n  all,  without  exception  or  distinction,  as  men 
nnworlhy  t  >  be  tnnte  I.  W  ly,  sir,  is  it  not  a  fact,  that  from  session  to 
B  'ssion.  an  J  from  vear  to  year,  your  I^egislature,  elected  >>y  the  freemen 
of  the  Com  nonw»*aiih  of  Pe  uisylvania,  his  borne  continual  testimony  lo  the 
hisir'i  character  of  th^  Magistr  ites  of  the  ("tmnon  wealth,  by  increasing  their 
dutie.4,  enlarging  th^^ir  powers,  and  pliiein/  nio^e  cnfiJence  in  then? 
L*t  ns,  for  tr  it'i  ^ak  ,  an  I  fur  the  s  ike  of  co  nmon  justice,  pms-;  in  o  ir 
eon  le  nnation  of  men  or  ho  lies  of  men,  upon  slight  hearsay  evidenefr,  an  I 
vagu  *,  u'ifoundeJ  generaliiies.  A'ly  one  who  heirii  what  is  bad  said  of 
thtfse  olfi  ers,  with  mt  knowing  -mv  thi'ig  of  the  fiuils  w)uld  b*led  to 
beleve  that  Jnsiices  of  t  le  Peace  in  Pen  isylvania,  are  nnJ  alw^iya  hive 
been  a  tei  of  the  greatest  villaini  in  the  worl  ;  and  Vfft  whtn  yon  onmt 
to  recur  t >  tht  fsicu,  you  will  fi.id  th  it  the  Legislature  hns  inoreiited  ibeir 
fifU  juriiJiciiuA  frjui  Ava  JoU4ri  gad  lUirtythrM  Qtsnu  so  otif  bundrti 
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dbllart.    Thii  increase  haa  bean  made  gradually*  fcooi  the  time  <rf  the 
adoption  oi  the  Conatimtion  to  the  year  1809,  when  it  waa  broughi.op  to 
the  anm  it  now  atanda  at.    Tbua  we  have  the  evidence  of  the  LeirialaiMif 
for  a  long  aeriea  of  yeaia  in  favor  of  theae  Magiatrates,  and  thia  nvidenrei 
rightly  conaidered,  must  carry  with  it  great  weight.     What  do  we  have  in 
orppnaition  to  this  7     Declamation,  abuse  and  charges  of  an  indefinite  cha- 
racter, which  can  not  he  examined  into,  and  these  rhargea  directed  Hgainil 
a  class  of  individuals  who  have  no  opportunity  to  meet  and   coimteiact 
them,  and  show  thni  they  are  totilly  unfounded.     Thus,  in  the  face  of  the 
whole  legislation  of  the  State,  we  nre  tii  he  led  to  believe,  without  a  parti- 
te of  testimony,  that  this  cIhss  of  officers  »re  unworthy  to  be  trusteil.^ 
Is  it  juat  or  rational  thus  to  decide?    'iMiis  is  one  d  acription  of  evideoea 
which  cannot  deceive  us.    Then  there  is  evidence  of  another  sort  to  he 
eonaidered.     We  have  henrd  a  statement  given  to  thia  committee  by  the 
gendeman  from  Indiana,  (Mr.  Clarke,)  whi.h  in  his  (Mr.  S*i«)  opinton 
went  at  once  to  determine  the  whole  question.     Thia  evidence  was  in  r^ 
lation  to  the  operation  of  the  system  of  elective  magistracy  in  our  aister 
State  of  Ohio.     That  gentleman  had  stated,  as  information  obtained  frnm 
a  credible  source,  that  men  living  nut  of  the  district  where  an  eleciive 
Magistrate  resided,  could  not  obtain  justice  when  the  suit  or  complaint  was 
against  a  resident  in  the  district.     Why  was  this  so  ?    B<  cause  he  had  no 
Vf>te,  and  the  other  party  had.    Such  was  the  operation  of  the  ayatem  of 
elective  magistracy  in  Ohio,  according  to  that  uentieman'a  owo  i^howiiig. 
Me  would  request  of  every  member  nf  tiic  Convention  to  put  it  to  hia  cmi- 
■eiencet  and  aay  whether  it  would  be  right  to  esiahlish  a  tribunal  of  juati^^, 
tfie  off  cerar  of  which  were  incapacitated  by  their  mode  of  appointmeot  for 
doifig  justice.     He  knew  the  gertieman  from   ludianii  had  said,  that  he 
need  thia  as  an  argument  only  against  limiting  tiie  term  of  office  tf>  three 
yea^;  bnt  in  his  (Mr.  S's)  opinion,  it   went  to  the  root  of  the  whde 
mattei  and  proved  the  wisaora  of  the  system  adopt  d  by  the  frameia  (tf 
the  Conftitotion  of  1790     The  svstem  had  a  canker  at  the  heart.    'Jlien 
appeared  to  him  to  be  many  objections  to  this  proposed  mode  of  appointr 
menta  ;  vital  and  insuperable  objections,  such  objections  as  it  app&ired  lo 
hiro  it  waa  impossible  to  get  over.     So  much  then  fur  the  matter  of  fart 
evidence  which  has  been  examined.     N<iw  with  re^rard  to  the  other  evi- 
dence which  he  pnpnsed  to  notice.  But,  first,  he  wished  to  inquire  whetlier 
it  18  true  that  Justices  of  the  Peace  are  life  officers  ?  He  would  answer,  (to 
remove  the  odium  of  the  phrase)  t'lat  thev  are  not  life  officers,  and  never 
have  been.  They  are  officers  during  goni  behaviour^  and  subject  to  be  rs" 
ikloved  if  they  do  not  behave  themsehen  well.  The  distinction  is  a  plain  one. 
But,  to  proceed  wiih  the  evidence — if  any  gentleman  will  take  the  tron- 
ble  to  count  over  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  that  have  been  ap- 
pointed, from  the  lime  the  Constitution  went  into  operation,  until  the  pre*- 
sent  dHVf  and  put  the  number  down.     If  he  will  then  count  over  the  num- 
ber of  Justices  of  the  Peace  who  have  b;'en  complained  of,  and  put  Uiat 
d  iwn.     And  will  follow  this  by  putting  down  the  number  of  Justices  of 
the  Peacct  who,  after  a  hearing  by  the  Legislature,  have  been  removed 
upon  address,  and  put   that  down  also,  he  will  find,  to  his  aatoniib- 
ment,  that  the  number  complained  of,  is  very  amall  in  comparison  with 
the  whole  number  of  Magistrates :  and  that  the  number  againat  whom  tbe 
eomplainia  were  well  founded,  is  quite  inconsiderable— -amount*  to  noth- 
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iar«  In  faeti  the  leview  will  do  honor  to  the  bodv  of  Mftsittrates,  and 
will  proTO,  inoontettahly,  that  they  do  not  deserve  the  gratuitous  censure, 
so  free!y  caMt  upon  them.  Thi^  result  is  the  more  remarkable,  beraufte 
the  examinatidn  inclu:les a  period  when  compliint  wns  actually  inviiei!-— 
there  was  a  i*ommiuee  of  grievances,  in  the  House  nf  Representativei«,  (he 
thought  in  18J5-A0^^  fHciliiatR,  and  a*«  it  were,  provoke  complaints.  But  he 
WHS  luuwillini^tostop  herc.inthe  array  nf  facts  to  disprove  ths^c  accusations. 
He  wouLI,  therefire,  enquire,  whether  tfi^re  h^s  ever  heen  a  period,  from 
the  adoption  nf  ihe  (-nnstituiion.  to  the  present  day.  wheu  Miivistratcs  h  ve 
not  heen  elecie.l  by  their  fellow  citizens,  to  be  members  of  the  Leirij^la* 
ture  I  Had  it  not  been  nf  frequent  occurence,  almost  continual  ?  How 
could  this  be,  if  the  body  were  such  as  tiiey  are  represented  ?  He  di.!  not 
know  h  iw  it  mi^ht  be,  with  resr  rd  to  this  Convention,  but  he  pre><umed 
there  are  meml)ers  here  who  had  held  the  commission  of  Justice  of  tlie 
Pciice.  Thus  we  find  tliat  the  people,  too.  hrive  done  honor  to  that  class, 
(justice,  he  ou^^ht  in  say.)  an  I  he  did  not  douSt  they  would  continue  t')  do 
so.  He  wmld  enquire  further— have  n">t  those  who  have  been  Justices 
of  the  Peace,  and  have  be:m  elected  member'^  of  the  L??islaiure.  there 
oonduot"d  Uiemselvps  as  good,  honest,  and  intelliifpnt  mt>n?  Most  a^^su* 
redly,  they  have.  Tiiis  is  still  anotht;r  testimony  in  favor  of  the  present 
system.  When  you  have  i;ot  thus  fir,  and  dispos  *d  of  the  unfounded 
general  allei^tion^-of  the  (reneral  djclantion  ag^iinst  men,  when  you 
have  reached  the  sober  c  mcln.sion  of  truth,  that  thny  are,  at  once,  a  high- 
ly respecta^de,  and  useful  class  of  citizens --then  it  is  proved,  to  my  satis- 
faction,  that  the  system  has  not  worked  so  badly,  as  we  have  heard  re- 

Ereicnted.  Wc  may,  then,  app  oach.  without  prejudice,  the  fair  question 
ow  this  ofRce  ougl.tt-i  be  constituted  in  a  Republic  I  dighi  it  to  be  consti- 
tuted in  th'>.  way  that  it  is  u  idcr  the  present  Constitution,  <ir  in  tiie  way  that 
it  is  now  proposed  ?  Which  gives  you  abetter  prospeci— a  better  chance  for 
the  rif  htfnl  p-.*Tf  irtnauce  of  t'lc  fun  -ttonx  belonging  1 1  the  di^partmeut,  and  for 
the  sake  of  which  it  is  cstiblished  I  This  consideration  of  tfie  public  peace* 
is  a  provision  for  the  [iroicction  of  life,  liberty,  property  and  peac:'.— 
To  this  body  of  Magistrates,  or  inferior  officer:*,  we  are  inde!>ted  in  acoii- 
eiiler.ible  degree,  for  security.  To  theui  you  apply  in  every  case  where 
injury  is  threatened,  or  injury  has  been  done.  To  them,  too,  you  look 
for  protection  an  I  support,  ajrainst  whom  ?  Why,  against  every  wrong- 
doer. And,  what  do  you  require  in  them  ?  ludepsndencc — indep  n- 
dencc — a  capacity  to  look  singly  at  the  point  which  they  are  to  carry  into 
efiect.  That  is  uocssary  for  your  security.  Are  they  to  be  tempted  to 
enquire  which  of  the  two  parties  is  the  most  powerful^  wh.o  can  bring 
fcinvard  the  grcitesl  iiumber  of  votes  at  on  election?  Put  the  case  of  an 
election  coming  on  in  a  few  days,  nf  a  complaint  made  to  a  Magistrate  by 
an  humble  individual  wiilumi  power,  of  an  ads^ult  committed  on  his  per- 
son, or  some  other  wronir  tione  to  him  by  a  man  po^sesped  of  influence, 
and  who  could  most  powerfully  cflect  the  eleciifm,  whilst  he.  the  injured 
paiiy,  could  di  nothing.  What  is  to  Ue  the  con^tequenre  7  Will  you 
suppose  that  human  n  ilure  is  free  from  infirmities  7  that  it  is  capable  of  re- 
sisiinff  all  tf*mptatiun  f  If  not,  then  the  very  ihing  which  the  gentleman 
Crom  Indiana  mentioned  this  morning  must  unquesticmably  happen — it 
will  be  liere  as  it  is  there,  that  a  man  not  a  citizen  of  the  county  where  a 


689  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

MagistTAte  wa*  elected,  will  not  be  able  to  get  Justire.    A  Magistrata  b^ 
fnre  giving  hit  decision  betvreen  a  complainant  and  defendant*  will  beia> 
duced  to  weiffh  well  the  power  n\'  each,  to  influence  hia  flection,  and  M 
decide  accordingly.     nej>ides,  is  it  not  the  most  unseemly  thin^  in  ihs 
world,  to  say  nothing  of  the  contradictions  it  implies,  lo  gfive  the  party  who 
isjudfired,  the  power  of  de^^troying  his  Judge?  to  enable  him  to  %ireakhii 
veng^eannc  upon  a  Magistrate  for  doins  what  is  righi  ?    to  turn  him  out  nf 
office  ?     Is  thatconsiiitent  with  any  right  notion  ?.    Can  it  ever  work  welll 
Must  it  not  inevitably  prove  a  curse  t(»  any  people?     I  do  ni>t  look  at  the 
question  of  the  rich  or. the  poor;  I  look  at  the  functions  of  a  Mugiatrate, 
as  they  concern  alt  classes  of  the  community.     While  he  expnriaeB  those 
functions  with  fidelity  anrl  for  the  public  good,  and  with  a  ainzle  eye  10 
justice,  they  will  be  exercised  S'»  as  to  bear  imp:iriially  upon  individaaiik 
But,  when  his  views  are  changed  by  setting  before  him  wrong  motives, 
when  they  are  perve  ted — when  he  is  compelled  to  weigh  the  conseqnen- 
ees  to  himself  of  any  judgment  he  may  n^n  ler— when  you  oblige  him  lo 
Teai  the  spirit  of  revenge  and  every  bad  feeling — to  foresee,  in  a  word,  that 
he  will  sufTc^r  if  he  do  right — wh  it  can  ytm  expert  from  him  in  his  seal 
of  justice  ?     You  expose  the  iufirnniic.i  of  our  nature  in  tr>aU  they  cannot 
bear.     Your  Mairistrates  are,  crenerally,  lespectable  men — far  better  ihaa 
they  have  been  represented.     But  they  are  men — they  have  the  ordinary 
portion  of  human  we  ikness.     It  is  absurd  lo  suppose  oherwise :  all  ntti 
have  their  infirmities.     But,  notwiihstandinir  th»?ir  infirmities  and  vicei, 
they  have  a  portion  nf  strength  which  is  sufficient,  if  duly  supported,  lo 
enable  Uiem  to  do  their  duty.     It  is  insufficient,  if  assailed  by  stnmir  laaip- 
tatirm.     Such  a  tempta^rm.  the  elective  system  would  produce.      Thoap> 
poinlmentof  Masristratcs  by  the  Governor,  dtirine  gf>o<i  behavionuaeeam 
you  against  the  influence  of  the  temptation  to  do  the  injustice  I  have  just 
mentioned.     This  is  ex  ctly  what  you  desire.     The  end  and  object  of  hli 
appointment  is  to  do  justice,  and  to  avoid  the  contrary.     But  we  are  told 
the  people  know  who  has  been  a  good  Magistrate;  they  know  who  is i 
good  Magistrate,  and  they  will  be  guided  by  that  knowledge  in  iheir  aleo* 
tjons.     'f*he  people  only  know  crunparatively.  as  any  man  only  knoai 
comparatively,  who  is  good,  in  the  br^ad  and  most  undefined  aoceptauon 
of  the  word.     But  as  to  particular  quHlificati(ms  oi  rondurt,  they  havenoti 
in  general,  the  opportunity  of  knowing,  and,  therefore,  cannnt  have  ibe 
m'ans   of  judging.      They  are   sometimes,   perhaps    often,   misiakea; 
and  after  alt  the  pains  thai  can  be  tiken,  there  will  be  mistikes,  even  io 
cases  where  it  is  much  easier  to  judge.     It  has  been  stated  in  this  hodj, 

ibe  did  not  a«(sent  to  the  tnith  of  ii  in  individiial  instanceK.)  that  it  freqiirSi' 
y  happens  that  a  represrntitive  is  chosen  fmm  a  belief  that  he  has  one  set 
nf  views,  and  that  when  elected  he  adopts,  or  clisclopes,  another,  and  mf 
d'fferent  ones.  H.tve  vou  nf>t  heard  it  ?  Has  it  not  been  complaineil  of* 
W  dl,  sir,  h  >w  is  it  with  resfHrd  to  the  Magistrate  ?  Why,  all  tlie  umei 
he  is  e'ected  for,  you  have  disturbed  and  infltience  I  his  min*!  by  animpp'' 
per  hi  is— rendering  him  unable  to  adminiater  justice,  as  he  wonhl  iilher«^i>* 
do.  How  is  it  to  be  remedied  ?  Bv  a  ne  v  election  ?  But,  will  ii  be  cor^ 
rected  by  a  new  election  ?  Bir,  will  the  iiittnnces  of  wnmg  d  me  U  iiNli' 
viduals,  be  of  such  a  nature,  and  of  such  magnitude,  aa  that  you  etom* 
list  a  mqority  to  turn  him  out  ?  If  you  i«an  engage  the  attenttun  of  s  tf^* 
jority,  upon  what  grounds  will  they  decide?     WiU  tbry  ^saoiBt  ttl 
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qn^tion  of  right  or  wrong  ?  This  cnn  be  done  in  tlie  Legislature,  not 
perffictly,  hut  still  it  can  ba  do*ie.  The  complain  int  can  have  his  case 
examined  into,  judicially,  that  is,  in  th'  presence  of  the  party  accused,  and 
with  an  opportunity  to  him  to  defend  himself.  But,  sir.  what  is  the 
aipeil  gi?en  to  an  unfortunate  individual  who  is  oppressed** who  is  injur- 
e  I  hy  a  M  i^isirate,  if  thi;  michinery  is  to  he  an  election?  Hi^  chance 
of  redress  dep?nd!«  upon  getiiuiif  the  Mairistrate  turned  out.  What  is  it? 
exictly  nuhinir  Ht  all.  1  w  uild  not  ^ive  a  stiaw  for  it.  It  is  not  worth 
e^iimiiin:^.  How  can  tho»e  who  have  no  iutcreM  in  the  matter,  be 
br.mg'it  to  tro  ible  themselves  about  it  ?  And.  as  to  the  accused,  what 
heirins:  will  he  have?  When  anJ  where  is  he  to  defend  himself?  It  has 
been  s:ii  I,  a:ul  well  siid.  that  a  man  feels  a  Sv-^ratch  upon  his  own  finsrci, 
more  tha'i  he  do^s  his  n^igh'ior  breaking  his  leg.  What  concern  will 
p?op!e  feel  in  this  sort  of  controversy?  How  is  the  complainant  then  to 
dr.iw  ar.mn  1  him  on  the  day  of  election,  a  ninjority  who  will  aid  him  to 
turn  lut  a  Ma/istrate  I  The  el  -ctinn  will  be  deteim'me  l  upon  other  grouudsv 
fireisi^n  to  the  tnie  q  lestion.  This  is  the  very  evil  (»f  the  system.  A 
f^io.l  M  i<ristrate  who  f  lithfiilly  performs  his  stern  duty,will  have  no  security. 
A  b  1 1  o  le,  will  n  >t  be  m  ide  r..'spon<ihle.  B  it,  that  is  not  all :  H  im  m 
mtirj.  p  one  as  it  is,  uuhr  th  *.  iufliienoe  of  temptati  m.  to  err,  i)  not  so 
pr>n^,  wit  10  it  tsmptalion.  Msn,  in  general,  will  spsik  the  truth,  if  they 
have  n  i  ro  >tive  for  fal.-^ifyin^.  In  gen^sral,  men  will  do  right,  if  they  h  ive 
no  te  npia  ion  to  d  >  wring.     N  »w,  in  regard  to  th;;  M iglstrates,  here  is  a 

frait  tem,)lati  m  lo  di  wrong— >m  I  to  attempt  to  c  mciliate  by  the  sacri* 
c:-9  of  d  ity  if  he  wishes  t>  be  coniinusJ  in  his  offije.  He  must  bend  to 
ihe  ptpular  will.  At  pre:4ent,  we  have  no  such  state  ofthinirs.  When  it 
is  said  tlint  a  Magis  r  te  is  not  amen-ible,  it  is  not  true.  He  is  amenable 
to  tlie  L^gislat  ire.  H  *■  may  be  turned  out  for  cause.  He  is  so  independ- 
ent as  not  to  be  obliged  tn  ro^rar  1  any  man's  opinion,  but  only  lo  tike  c^ire 
of  his  own  cnnd  ict.  That  is  exactly  what  is  wanted.  For,  what  is  like- 
ly to  be  the  cmd  ict  of  a  man  thus  indep-.^nde-it  ?  Why,  it  is  that  he  will 
not,  knowingly,  do  wnmg.  Under  the  Oonstitntion,  as  it  now  stands,  the 
M<i!risirates-— .:ivil  anJ  criminal — are  thus  independent.  They  may  look 
upon  the  stronger  or  the  weaker  pirty  with  entire  disregard,  of  their  rela- 
tive strength,  and  take  the  course  which  justice  req'iires,  that  they  should 
follow,  liut,  take  the  case  of  a  Magistrate  elected  by  the  people.  Wher- 
ever two  individuals  are  brought  before  him,  he  must  examine  their 
character  and  situation  in  life,  and  before  he  proceeds  to  decide,  he 
m  ist  balance  in  a  question  of  ju9:ice,  which  of  the  two  had  it  most  in  his 
power  to  injure  or  advance  him.  This  is  dcstrneiivc  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  It  is  not  justice  that  is  administered.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  they  jiafl  better  pat  the  whole  thing  out  of 
the  Constitution,  and  try  to  arr.mge  some  other  machinery  as  a  substitute. 
la  there  any  thing,  in  ail  this,  derogatory  to  the  capacity  of  the  people  to 
lodge?  Every  man  can  judge  as  far  as  he  is  informed,  but  no  man  can 
judge  without  hearing,  and  when  and  where  is  the  hearing  to  be  ?  The 
judgment  must  be  without  a  hearing,  which  is  the  grossest  injustice.  In 
ordmary  instances,  very  few  have  to  do  with  Juj>tiees  of  the  Peace,  or 
e.iurts  of  justice,  or  know  much  about  them.  That  is  the  excellence  of 
the  law,  administered  by  these  tribunals.  It  operates  unsef*n  and  unfelt. 
Wlien  you  are  sleepmg,  unconacioua  of  ita  protectioiii  it  ia  ailendy 
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acting— -watching  over  ynur  slumbert,  and  imparting  to  them  tranqnillitj 
ktid  safetf^ '  Their  operation  i&  such  that  you  do  not  fee]  their  exittneK 
They  act  80  as  to  guard  you  from  danger  and  from  wrongs— and  thiKifh 
bui  very  few  know  any  thing  of  the  character  of  those  who  exercise  the 
foiver  of  ihc  Inw,  yet  that  silent  power  pervades  the  whole  ccmimunity. 
Every  man  is  conremcd  in  it,  and  must  rontiiuie  to  be  concerned  in  up- 
holding it.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  independence  of  the  Mairistnte, 
and  ihc  opportunity  to  be  heanl  in  bid  defence,  are  indispensable.  The 
want  of  them,  ifhorks  every  feeling  ofjtisiice,  and  would  destroy  the  cha- 
racter and  vnhip  of  the  magistracy.  And,  then,  what  does  it  make  your 
community  ?  Why,  it  mny  be  that  many  of  the  memlters  of  this  Conven- 
tion never  hiid  any  thing,  in  their  lives,  to  do  wiih  Magistrates,  or 
Constables  ;  and,  it  may  be,  that  in  some  districts  there  is  no  Magistrate, 
and  that  none  is  wanted.  But,  through  the  State,  the  existence  of  their 
power,  in  respect  an<l  vigor,  is  essential— the  high  and  the  lo\"^,  the  rtrh 
and  the  poor,  the  old  and  the  young — those  who  are  able  to  defend  them- 
selves, and  those  who  are  not— those  who  would  be  utterly  helpless,  if 
not  furnished  with  the  protection  of  the  law.  are  guarded  by  the  raajffis* 
tracy,  and  ihe  tribunals  of  justice.  These,  sir,  are  some  of  the  conside- 
rations which  belong  to  the  matter.  I  suggest  them  io  the  calm  mi 
careful  deliberation  of  gentlemen.  Whatever  may  be  the  nltimate  deci* 
sion  of  the  Convention  on  this,  or  any  other  point,  until  that  decision  if 
made,  it  is  open  for  consideration  and  discussion.  I  should  be  glad 
rather  to  hear  what  is  said  by  others,  than  to  trouble  the  committee  with 
my  views.  But,  this  is  a  question  of  great  importance,  and  it  is  Uiii 
consideration  which  has  indiire<l  me  to  address  you.  It  seemed  right  M 
endeavor  lo  vindicate  the  principle  of  the  Constitution.  It  was  riglit,  sod 
I  confess,  very  grateful  to  my  feelings,  to  endeavor  to  vindicate  ihit 
highly  respectable  and  useful  class  of  our  fellow  citizens,  who  compeis 
the  Magistracy  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  he  agreed  in  the  sentiment  ex- 
presided  by  the  President,  (Mr.  Sergeant)  as  to  the  importance  of  dia 
Magistracy  to  the  community  at  large— to  the  poor,  as  well  as  the  riehw— 
He  presumed  that  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion  on  that  subject.  Ths 
question,  and  the  only  question  under  consideration  was  how,  nml  by  what 
means  we  could  improve  this  part  of  our  Judici:iry,  and  make  it  tht 
most  valuable.  He  could  not  agree  with  that  genileman,  as  to  the  mode  of 
obtaining  good  and  competent  Magistrates.  He  fully  concurred  in  tht 
opinion  expressed  by  him,  that  we  ought  to  have  an  independent  Magii- 
tracy — ^independent  of  any  one  man— of  any  set  of  men — but  not  mdepea* 
dent  •  f  that  highest  power  in  a  free  Government  like  ours— the  will  of  ilit 
people.  The  effect  of  the  present  tenure,  and  mode  of  appointing  Magif- 
trates,  had  been  to  make  the  Magistracy  too  irresponsible  to  the  peopli  — 
to  estiblish  a  power  beyond  their  control— in  fact,  to  make  m  greats 
power  bend  to  aii  inferior— the  principal  subservient  to  the  agent. 

The  present  system  of  appointing  Magistrates  was  acknowledged  U 
be  a  bad  one.  Nme  times  out  of  ten,  the  appointment  was  made  oa  pcf* 
sonal  or  political  grounds,  and  not  with  reference  lo  the  qitalifiratioo  of 
the  candida'^e.  The  Governor  ha:!  no  means  within  hiunelf  of  kiiowim 
them,  if  he  was  desirous  of  acting  advisedly-^e  must  depend  for  Mi» 
mation  on  others,  and  from  whom  did  he  receive  hit  infonuaiioa  ? 
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Tally  fVom  political  partizans— little  politicians,  who  have  little  views  and 
interests  to  promote.  This  was  not  always  the  ease,  but  it  was  too  oAelt 
each  I— so  often  as  to  have  brooffht  our  inferior  Maffistracy  into  bad  re- 
pute—-very  bad  repute.  That  the  present  mode  of  appointment  was  m 
failure,  needed  no  argument  to  prove.  How  will  we  get  a  better  ?  Cer* 
tainly,  by  giving  the  selection  to  those  who  have  the  best  means  of  judginr 
of  the  fitness  of  the  candidate  for  the  office  of  Magistrate,  and  who  will 
have  the  best  means  of  knowing  with  what  fidelity  and  ability  he  performs 
ihe  duties  of  his  office.  He  conceived,  that  the  other  gentleman  from  the 
city  J  (Mr.  Meredith)  had  fuily  answered,  in  advance,  the  ^ntlf*man*s 
(Mr.  Sergeant's)  remarks,  in  reference  to  reaching  the  Magistrates,  by 
address  or  impeachment,  when  they  transcended  or  abused  their  autho- 
rity ;  nnd,  as  to  the  oppression  of  the  poor,  that  gentleman  had  been  well 
asked,  uhere,  and  how  could  a  poor  man  prosecute  to  conviction  his  rich 
oppressor  ?  It  was  well  known,  that  the  chance  of  removing  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  was,  a»  one  to  ten  thousand.  To  effect  that  object,  much  in- 
Tcstigation,  and  a  greater  wnstc  of  time  would  be  required,  than  any  poor 
aan  could  afford ;  hesidcs,  the  Legislature  had  siiown  a  dislike  to  enter 
into  enquiries  of  this  character,  on  almost  every  occasion.  All  appeals  to 
the  Legislature,  to  remove  a  Magistrate,  had  been  but  slightly  regarded, 
and  made  to  yield  to  the  other  gre  it  business  of  the  State.  He  would  ask, 
where  then  was  the  tribunal  that  would  hear  the  complaints  of  the  poor 
man,  as  well  as  the  rich  ?  To  remove  a  corrupt  or  imbecile  Magistrate, 
by  address  or  impeachment,  nil  know  was  next  to  impossible— these  pro* 
Tisions  in  the  Constitution  were  almoisit,  if  not  quite  nugatory.  To  whom 
tlien  could  the  poor  man  appeal  for  redress  of  grievances  ?  And  it  was 
comparatively  poor  classes,  he  said,  tliat  suffered  most  from  the  op- 
pressions of  Miigistrates.  To  whom  oould  he  appeal,  with  so  much  pro- 
priety, as  to  those  who  elected  the  Magistrates— his  neighbors-^to  those 
whose  interests  and  sympathies  would  induce  them  to  do  justice.  To  that 
tribunal  the  poor  man  could  apply,  as  well  as  the  rich,  with  some  hope 
of  obtaining  redress,  by  rendering  powerless  his  oppressor.  If  that  tribu- 
nal was  not  to  be  trusted,  then  our  Government  was  an  absurdity— -a  fic- 
tion, and  we  had  better  give  up  our  republican  institutions  altogether. 

He  (Mr.  B.)  wished  the  Magistrates  to  be  elected  by  the  people,  because 
they  have  the  deepest  interest  in  the  proper  discharge  of  their  duties,  and 
who  certainly  are  best  qualiticd  to  judge  of  their  fiuiess  for  the  office,  and 
most  capable  of  appreciating  their  actions ;  who  are  most  effected  for 
ffoud  or  for  evil,  according  to  the  manner  in  which  they  discharge  the 
duties  of  their  office. 

He  must  be  allowed  to  express  his  dissent  from  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  gentleman  from  the  city,  (Mr.  Meredith)  that  the  experiment  of 
fleeting  Magistrates,  under  the  Constitution  of  1776,  was  a  failure.  Ha 
maintained,  that  this  was  one  of  those  changes  made  in  that  inatmment, 
which  had  not  been  asked  for  by  the  people,  and  he  called  upon  that  gen- 
tleman to  produce  any  evidenco  to  the  contrary.  He  (Mr.  d,)  had  exan^ 
ined  this  subject,  and  was  well  convinced,  that  the  election  of  Magiatrtiea, 
for  a  term  of  years,  from  1776  to  1780,  was  satisfactory  to  the  people* 
and  that  no  such  complaints  existed  then,  as  have  since  grown  np  against 
the  present  system. 

With  regard  to  what  had  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiaha,  (Mr* 
iroL.  in.  y8 
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-Clawe)  and  tlie  President  of  this  body,  of  the  effect  of  the  elective  piinci- 
pLe  in  Ohio,  he  feh  himself  coinpuUed  to  eny,  that  they  were  wholly  in 
error.     He  had  travelled  from  one  end  to  the  other  of  tlie  Stale  rf  Ohio, 
^-hnd  had  considerable  intercourse  with  citizens  of  that  Suite — had  made 
numerous  inquiries  in  reference  to  the  practical  working  of  the  elective 
•ystem,  and  he  hid  not  heard  one  word  of  complaint  a^insi  it.     On  the 
contrary,  he  found  that  it  gave  univert<al  satisfaction.      He  had  spoken  ta 
men  of  all  political  parties  from  that  State,  and  they  corroborated  eveij 
thing  that  he  had  heard  on  the  subject.     The  gentleman  from  the  city  had 
pointed  out  a  few  instances  of  bad  Magistrates  being  elected  in  Ohio,  aid 
hlid  asked  if  there  were  no  good  ones  in  Pennsylvania  ?     The  gentleman 
from  the  city  should  recollect,  that  it  was  written,  that  Sodom  would  nnt 
have  been  hii^t,  had  there  been  found  therein  ten  righteous  men.      And, 
had  tlie  gentleman  pointed  out  as  many  as  ten  righteous  Magistrates,  under 
the  present  system  ?     No.  he  had  not.      There  might  be,  and  no  doubt 
there  were,  agreat  many  good  Magistrates  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  Bat 
that  there  were  a  great  many  bad  ones,  was  too  notorious  to  be  denied.— 
Jle  (Mr.  B.)  knew  some  worthy  gentlemen  in  this  Convention  who  were 
Magistrates,  but  he  believed,  tiiey  had  not,  as  yet,  acted  much  under  their 
commissions.      They  did  not,  therefore,  come  within  the  scope  of  hii 
(Mr.  Brown's)  remark,  nor  did  any  other  Magistrate  who  had  faithfulij 
performed  his  duty.      But  as  all  agreed  that  there  were  some  bad  ones  in 
every  county  in  the  State,  he  apprehended  there  might  be  found  some co^ 
nipt  Magistrates.     If  there  were  any  such — if  it  was  but  one  in  a  county, 
it  was  too  much.     One  corrupt  Magistrate  in  a  county  might  do  much  in- 
jury.     Every  scoundrel  in  the  county,  might  use  him  to  harrass  and  in- 
jure  his  fellow  citizens.     That  this  was  now  the  case,  to  an  alarming  ex- 
tent, could  not  be  doubted  by  any  one  acquained  with  what  was  going  OB 
mroimd  him.      It  was  not  enough  to  say  that  such  a  Magistrate  might  be 
removed  by  address  or  impeachment.      It  had  already  been  shown,  that 
this  was  impracticable.     But  if  it  were  even  more  easily  done,  still  a  Ma- 
gistrate might  do  much  wrong — might  be  a  curse  to  the  people  of  a  whole 
county,  and  yet  do  no  act  ihat  would  tender  him  liable  to  removal  by  thii 
process.     There  was  no  way  of  getting  clear  of  bad  Magistrates,  so  easilf 
and  quickly,  as  by  short  terms  of  office,  or  not  to  re-elect  them,  and  thit 
all  their  agents  should  be  rajsponsible  to  them.     A  true  republic  is  that  in 
which  the  neople  make  and  execute  the  law ;  a  representative  republic,  is 
that  where  the  people  do  all  this  by  their  representatives.       Was  not  thif 
the  principle  of  our  republic  ? 

Here  Mr.  Seroeakt  said :  I  did  not  enter  at  large  into  the  question  of 
how  a  Republic  should  be  constituted,  but  only  how,  in  a  Republic,  ^*' 
giatrates  should  be  constituted. 

Mr.  Brown  proceeded — They  should  be  so  constituted  as  most  fiitb* 
fully  to  carry  into  effect  the  law,  that  peace  and  justice  may  prevail.  Tb^ 
||entleman  had  said  that  the  people  at  large  hail  vcr}'  little  to  do  widi  Ivt 
tices  and  with  Courts.  If  this  be  true  (said  Mr.  B.)  then*  as  he  had  d- 
rcady  said,  if  any  man  were  oppressed  under  the  elective  system  by  tf 
nnjust  and  tyraimical  Magistrate,  he  could  appeal  to  his  neighbors-— te  (be 
people,  who  would  have  no  interest  in  his  particular  case,  only  a  common 
interest  in  the  pure,  faithfuU  and  disinterested  administration  of  Jatlice; 
and  they  would  impartially  judge  between  the  Magiatrmle  and  one  d 
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the  humblest  citizens  in  any  casn  of  complaint.  'J'he  people,  then,  were 
the  best  tribunal  to  which  an  injured  man  could  appeal.  They  would  tl- 
wnys  decide  coirertly,  as  they  always  had  done.  He  could  not  suppofle 
that  there  wns  a  ward  or  a  district  which  would  decide  such  a  question 
merely  on  political  grounds,  and  in  violation  of  those  strict  principles  of 
justice  which  were  necessary  to  preserve  our  free  institutions,  and  which 
are  the  leading  characteristics  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  under  the  piesent  systfui,  a  hi^h  Magistrate  had  too  much 
power  in  his  hands.  But  if  the  proposed  chan<;e  in  the  system  would  not 
remove  the  evils  that  had  grown  out  of  these  powers,  they  could  be  cured 
by  Legislation,  and  would  not  require  a  Constitutional  restriction. 

With  regard  to  the  amendment  under  consideration,  his  belief  was  thtt 
it  would  he  a  griod  and  s:ilutnry  regulation  to  allow  salaries  to  some  of  the 
Justices  of  the  Pimcc.  There  were,  however,  some  diflficulties  in  the  way, 
particularly  in  the  country.  He  tliought  that  by  ^riving  salaries  to  Ma- 
gistrates in  cities,  boroughs,  wa  ds,  or  incorporated  districts,  and  confmiqg 
their  jurisdiction  by  the  sanif;,  a  beneficial  influence  would  be  produced 
For  the  purpose  of  increasing  their  emoluments  under  the  free  system,  too 
many  encouraged  litigation,  and  so  far  from  havnig  the  effect  of  pioducing 
peace  in  the  coniinunity,  its  tendency  was  to  destroy  it.  He  therefore 
hoped  that  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  would,  for  a  term  of  yearn, 
be  ^iven  to  the  people,  who  would  elect  good  men,  and  would  not  re-elect 
them  unless  they  k^.'pt  wiihin  the  strict  line  of  their  duty,  and  performed  it 
well. 

Mr.  Meredith,  of  Philadclpliia  said  that  he  was  about  to  ask  his  colleague 
whether  there  was  any  general  t:ix  upon  the  Justices  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  Serocant  remarked  that  ho  did  not  understand  his  coUeagHeHpsliy 
any  thing  of  that  nature.  He  believed  it  had  been  said  by  the  gentleniah 
from  the  county,  (Mr.  Brown). 

Mr.  Brown  said  that  there  were  irreat  complaints  of  the  corniption  ef 
the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  but  he  did  not  mean  to  say  tliere  were  not  a 
great  many  good  men  among  them.  .    , 

Mr.  S.  replied,  that  that  w;is  twenty-one  per  cent,  upon  the  whol^;--^ 
He  did  not  believe,  however,  that  there  were  not  tlvc  thousand  meaidthi 
St'ite,  who  would  conduct  themselves  with  tionesty  and  propriety^  as^-Ma- 
gistfiites.  He  was  unwilling  to  admit  S'.ich  a  reproach  to  tlie  State.-  With 
regaid  to  Ohio,  he  knew  nothing,  except  from  the  information  givevihj 
the  gentleman  from  Indi  ina,  (Mr.  Clarke.)  The  gontluinan  from  the 
county  of  Philadelphia  (Mr.  Brown)  siid,  that  he  had  traveled. through 
tlie  State  of  Ohio,  and  had  heard  no  complaint  chene  in  regard  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  elective  system.  He  (Mr.  8.)  would  certainly  have  had 
greater  respect  for  the  gcntli'tnan's  evidence,  if  he  had  traveled  leisurely 
in  that  State,  for  the  express  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  practical  worlcing 
6(  tiie  system.  However,  he  (Mr.  S.)  did  not  doubt  the  trutli  of  what  he 
had  stated — ^that  is,  that  he  (Mr.  B  )  believed  it.  As  he  had  already  .re- 
marked, he  knew  nothing  in  n-fcrencc  lo  Ohio.  But,  he  would  meet  the 
gentleman  on  the  question  of  a  complaint.  Here  was  an  article  published 
in  all  tiie  newspapers.     Mr.  S.  reml  the  following  : 

•*  Indifference  to  crime  in  Ohio",  '• 

The  substance  of  it  was,  that  a  murderer  (a  man  of  some  characfer«iid 
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inflaence)  liad  been  allowed  to  escape,  by  the  crimintl  conniraace  of  the 
Magbtrates,  they  knowing  of  the  murder,  and  where  he  was  to  bt  found. 
It  would  seem,  indeedy  that  he  did  not  effect  concealment. 

Mr.  S.  said  that  he  had  nothing  more  to  say. 

Mr.  MsREDtTH,  rose  merely  to  say  that  he  was  right  in  having  aupposed 
that  his  coUeagiie  (Mr.  Brown)  had  not  mistaken  his  remarks.  He  (Mr.  M.) 
would  not  have  any  one  suppose  that  he  had  made  a  general  attack  upoa 
the  Justices  of  the  Peace.  The  remarks  which  hadfirilen  from  him,  wen 
made  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Chair  and  the  com- 
mittee, to  the  fact  that  he  was  desirous  to  remove  all  danger  from  oorrapt 
or  sinister  motives  on  the  part  of  the  Justices.  They  were  many  in  num- 
ber, but  he  trusted  that  there  were  few  who  would  resort  to  unjatt 
and  unfair  practices.  As  it  sometimrs  happened  that  the  misconduct  of  a 
Aw  individuals  brought  general  suspicion  upon  the  whole  body,  and  he  was 
desirous  to  prevent  ihis,  he  had  offered  his  amendment,  providing  by  law, 
.ibr  the  compensation  of  these  officers.  The  amendment  would  not,  in 
the  least,  conflict  with  the  mode  of  appointment.  The  question  presented 
for  the  consideration  of  gentlemen,  was,  whether  they  prefered  giving  to 
officers,  exercising  a  large  civil  and  criminal  jurisdiction,  a  fixed  compen- 
ntion  for  their  services,  or,  that  they  should  be  left  to  earn  their  daily 
bread,  as  heretofore,  it  being  dependent  upon  the  way  in  which  casei 
•might  be  decided. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said  he  rose  merely  to  enter  bis  protest 
against  the  sweeping  denunciation  of  the  delegate  from  Philadelphia 
against  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  so  far,  at  least,  as  regarded  the 
jooanty  of  Northampton,  where  there  were  some  fifty  or  more  Jusugss 
ti  the  Peace,  of  whom  there  were  very  few,  not  over  two  or  three,  that 
were  not  esteemed  men  of  integrity,  of  good  sense  and  sound  judgment, 
.and  calculated  to  give  satisfaction  to  the  public  in  the  discharge  of  thi 
Ajties  of  their  office.  It  was  true,  there  may  be  more  Justices  than  the 
%^tneB8  of  the  public  requires,  and  there  ought  to  be  a  limit  to  the  nanbsr 
regulated  by  the  number  of  taxables  in  the  district  or  township ;  hot*  as  s 
lmy«  he  thought  they  would  be  found  to  be  mainly  intelligent  and 
Honest. 

.  Mr.  Browiv,  of  Philadelphia,  explained,  that  he  had  said  there  were 
inany  honorable  exceptions— -that  he  had  related  a  fact,  and  given  high 
atlthority  for  it,  that  in  the  city  piop)er,  there  were  not  ten  in  five  thousand. 
^The  rule  was  a  good  one.  If  there  was  but  a  single  corrupt  Magistrate  io 
m  county,  that  was  one  too  many,  as  corrupt  men  mi?ht  go  Wore  this 
eorrupt  Magistrate,  and  obtain  a  corrupt  judsrmcnt.  Although  there  were 
xnany  honorable  exceptions  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  yet  thete  werf 
too  many  who  did  come  within  the  rule.  If  there  was  one  thing  more 
than  another  from  which  the  poorer  classes  suffered,  it  was  the  art>itrary 
'«nd  unfair  practices  of  their  Magistrates.  Tiiey  suffered  more  on  this 
account,  than  if  they  were  living  under  any  frireign  (lovemment.  TTifV 
were  continually  being  annoyed,  and  therefore  desired  a  change— a  refortf 
of'  these  abuses. 

AVith  regard  to  the  term  of  office,  he  was  in  favor  of  a  shorter  tena 
than  five  years,    Ho  would  vote  for  the  siiortest  time  that  should  bd 

Mr,  Stksioeusi  of  Montgomery,  suid  be  tt^io  felt  bound  to  p«<^ 
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aguost  this  general  denunciation  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  of  this 
State.  It  was  not  warranted  by  facts.  What  testimony,  he  would  aslk, 
had  been  submited  to  the  Convention,  that  would  justify  this  indiscrimi- 
nate condemnation  ?  The  common  rule  was  to  presume  all  men  innocent 
till  found  guilty.  l4ere  the  rule  was  reversed.  The  gentleman  from 
Philadelphia  (Mr.  Brown^  had  pronounced  the  Justices  of  the  State 
more  corrupt  and  wiciveil  than  the  people  of  Sodom,  A\here  ten 
righteous  men  could  not  .be  found  to  save  the  city.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
the  gentleman  from  Union  (Mr.  Merrill)  and  the  President  of  the  Con- 
rention,  raise  their  voices  in  defence  of  tliis  class  of  our  citizens.  So  far 
as  it  regarded  the  Justices  of  Montgomery  county,  the  denunciations  were 
a  calumny.  With  two  or  three  exceptions,  there  was  no  class  of  her 
citizens  more  respectable.  He  knew  them  well,  and  felt  bound  to  say 
this  much  in  their  defence.  Under  tlie  present  Constitution,  Justices  are 
removed  by  address  of  the  Le^rislature,  on  conviction  for  misbehavior  in 
office,  and  for  any  infamous  crime  With  these  means  of  removal,  how 
few  had  been  turned  out  of  ofhce  ?  The  number  for  forty-seven  years 
would  not  avcrajc^c  one  for  each  county.  This  was  strong  evidence  in 
their  favor.  In  Montgomery  county,  he  had  no  recollection  of  any  pro- 
ceedings having  been  instituted  for  the  removal  of  any  Justice ;  nor  did 
he  know  of  one  instance  of  removal  in  that  county.  There  was  a  com- 
plaint there,  and  indeed  he  believed  every  where,  as  to  their  number :  they 
were  considered  too  numerous  ievery  where.  Whatever  other  c^use  of 
complaint  there  exists  against  this  class  of  officers,  arises  out  of  the  exer- 
eise  of  the  civil  jurisdiction  confcrcd  on  them  by  the  Legislature,  and  can 
be  remedied  by  the  Legislature. 

He  should  vote  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  erentlemnn  from  Phila- 
delphia, because  it  would  in  some  measure  remedy  the  evil.  The  objection 
to  it,  on  the  score  of  expense,  w:is  not  well  fo\mded.  In  Montgomeiy 
county,  there  were  thirty-two  townships  and  boroughs:  at  an  average 
there  was  not  more  than  two  acting  Justices  in  each,  and  he  did  not  believe 
the  whole  number  of  actinsr  Justices  in  the  Slate  amounted  to  two  thou- 

a 

sand.  At  an  average,  their  fees  did  not  amount  to  twenty -five  dollars-— 
certainly  not  to  fifty.  The  evil  was,  we  had  too  many — that  we  had  loo 
many  civil  trihunalK  of  this  kind.  Civil  jurisdiction  should  be  confered 
on  a  few — he  would  confer  civil  jurisdiction  on  one  Justice  only  in  each 
township— the  oldest  in  commission,  and  let  the  rrstbe  mere  conservators 
of  the  Peace.  He  could  then  hold  his  sujall  courts  regularly  and  publicly 
out  of  Philadelphia.  Al  an  nvcra^:?,  fi  '»y  dollars  a  \car  would  be  an  ade- 
quate comp<!nsation  for  his  servicrs.  This  would  have  a  jijrcater  tendency 
to  remove  ihe  evil  cjmpl.iiund  of,  thnn  any  otlifr  mode  suggested.  He  did 
not  think  the  r«*n»pdy  would  be  founti  in  the  flffiion  of  Ju-siiccs. 

The  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  (Mr.  Brown)  had  said  that  one  bad 
Justice  in  a  county  was  to**  mruiy.  Hut  if  llu'se  otlices  wore  made  eleo- 
live,  would  not  a  larger  nuniht-r  «>f  bud  olfiriTs  jret  into  cfliro  under  that 
system?  He  thoutrtu  tht-n*  would.  Hj  v.-ouUl  wM  have  spokrn  on  this 
question  hut  for  the  af.iiok  mado  on  thi»  Justices  indiscriminately,  and  to 
defend  tlio^^e  of  hiu  county  a*r^ini»t  iho  geuowl  denunciation. 

Mr.  PrBviAKcE  «Ait!,  h»*  h  aa  opposed  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentle* 
mun  from  the  ciiy,  (Mr,  Mi^kcdith,)  as  well  on  account  of  the  imnracti- 
aabiUty  of  p&rrying  it  iato  ^Smt  oi  on  account  q{  the  prejudiciol  e^.ct  It 
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would  necessarily  have  upon  Uie  success  of  reform.  He  (Mr.  P.)  knew 
of  no  better  mode  of  defeating  reform,  thnn  to  adopt  the  proposition  em- 
braced in  the  amendment  under  consideration,  by  whidi  three  or  four 
thousand  salary  officers  would  be  created,  at  an  annual  expense  of  moie 
than  half  a  million.  Rather  than  adopt  a  principle  so  obnoxious,  tlic  jifreat 
niass  of  the  people  would  yield  their  predilections  for  Constitutional  n- 
formation,  and  adhere  to  the  present  Constitution.  In  the  first  place,  tliat 
gentleman  proposes  to  confer  upon  the  Legislature,  the  power  of  regula- 
ting the  salaries  of  Justices  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  to  confer  upon^  the 
Bame  department  of  Government,  tlic  additional  power,  of  assigning  to 
each  Justice  the  amount  of  salary  he  shall  receive.  Adopt  the  amendmenL. 
and  the  Legislature  would  be  occupied  with  no  oihcr  business  than  that  of 
regulating  the  sniarics  of  Magisliates,  which  would  have  to  be  graduated 
by  the  amount  of  business  done  in  the  respei^tive  districts.  A  district 
purely  commercial,  might  require  double  and  treble  the  salary  of  one 
wholly  agricultural — or  a  district  of  a  mixed,  discordant,  and  litigious  pop- 
ulation, might,  and  necessarily  would,  require  ten  times  the  salary  which 
would  be  adequate  to  the  support  of  a  Justice  resident  in  some  of  the  quiet 
interior  and  western  districts.  This,  then,  is  an  argument  against  the 
practicability  of  the  proposition,  and  I  now  proceed  to  remark  upon  its  evil 
tendency,  and  fatal  political  consequences.  It  would  be  giving  to  the  I^e- 
gis!ature  a  patronage  greater  than  the  Governor  now  possesses  ;  and,  in- 
stead of  having  applicants  to  him  for  the  ofiice,  you  would  have  them  here  in 
the  character  of  borers  upon  the  Legislature,  to  increase  their  salaries,  result- 
ing in  favoritism  to  some  and  injury  to  others,  and  in  an  improper  inle^ 
ferencc  with,  and  interruption  of  the  legitimate  course  of  legislation.  The 
4li$trihulion  of  so  much  money  by  the  Legislature,  woiild  convert  our  law 
mak^^rs  into  political  bankers,  with  power  to  give  to  one  Justice  a  salary 
of  a  certain  amount,  and  to  deny  to  another,  equally,  and  perhaps  more 
meritorious,  a  similar  favor. 

Although  the  discussion  of  this  amendment  does  not,  strictly  speaking, 
•involve  the  Judicial  term  of  office,  the  debate  has  been  so  extended  bv 
both  the  gentlemen  from  Philadelphia  (Messrs.  Mbrfditu  and  SERGEANri) 
88  to  embrace  the  relative  merits  of  the  various  kinds  of  tenure ;  and  both  the 
gentlemen  named,  have  avowed  their  opposition  to  the  elective  principle,, 
and  have  expressed  their  belief,  that  the  change  in  the  Constitution  of 
1T76,  was  occasioned  by  the  repeated  complaints  of  the  people  ;  and  that, 
under  the  present  C/onstitution,  those  complaints  have  been  no  long^ 
heaid.  He  (Mr.  P.)  had  searched  in  vain  for  the  cvidence.that jiny  com- 
plaints were  mnde,  or  dissa  isfaction  existed,  under  the  Constitution  of 
1776:  and  believed  that  the  people  were  much  moie  happy  and  contented 
under  its  liberal  provisions,  than  under  any  other  form  of  Government 
which  could  be  devised.  That  Constitution  was  wrenched  from  the  peo- 
ple by  the  advocates  of  strong  power — by  those  who  looked  for  the  fulfil-, 
ment  of  their  political  hopes,  to  the  extensive  patronajie  which  would  rcsuh 
from  the  changes^-the  benefits  of  which  they  would,  if  not  entirely  monopo- 
liie,  at  least  in  which  they  would  become  the  principal  participants^  He 
(Mi.  p.)  would  not  enlarge  in  his  answer  to  this  argument,  as  it  had  been 
already  ably  replied  to  by  his  talented  friend  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr. 
Beown.)  It  has  been  said,  that  by  a  life  tenure,  and  a  regulation  of  ti\fi 
Balafies  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  the  poor  man's  rights  would  be  better  pi (h 
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tected.  This  argument  is  Touniled  upon  the  idea,  that  the  tenure  would 
remove  the  officer  beyond  the  rnAuence  of  fear,  and  that  the  salary  would 
mttke  liim  alike  indifferent  to  both  rich  and  poor.  The  election  is  depre- 
cated, because,  forsooth,  it  may  induce  a  Magistrate,  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  to  favor  the  rich  and  influential,  for  the  purpose  ot  securing  their 
political  support.  Sir,  said  Mr.  P.,  this  arirument,  to  have  weight,  must 
pre-suppose  dishonesty  on  the  part  of  the  Magistracy  of  tiie  country.  An 
hone^it  Justice  would  be  influenced  by  no  such  consideration — a  dishonest 
man  would  not  he  exempt  from  thnt  influence  under  any  tenure.  The 
tenure  of  office,  whether  of  life  or  of  years,  whether  by  appointment  or 
election,  cannot  -nnd  will  not  make  a  man  honest.  Honesty  flourishes  as 
well  under  the  influence  of  one  kind  of  tenure  as  another.  It  is  a  princi- 
ple which  claims  no  protection,  asks  for  no  extraneous  aid,  requires  no  pe- 
culiar official  tenure,  to  shield  it  from  the  tempUttions  with  which  it  may 
be  sui rounded.  When  once  implanted  within  the  bosom,  it  takes  deep 
root,  and  spreads  throughout  the  whole  frame  ;  it  cannot  be  shaken,  but 
remains  firm  amidst  the  temppst  and  the  storm  of  political  violence.  The 
gendeman  from  Philadelphia  (Mr.  Sergeant)  has  referred  to  the  various  acts 
of  the  Legislature  by  which  powers  have  been  conferedupon  the  Justices, 
as  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  existing  tenure,  and  as  an  evidence  of  an 
increased  and  increasing  public  confidence  in  their  official  conduct.  Sir,  said 
Mr.  P.,  the  act  of  1810,  to  which  our  worthy  President  refered,  confered 
no  powers,  other  than  those  absolutely  necessary  for  public  convenience. 
That  actcontip.ed  their  jurisdiction  to  contrncUt  under  one  hundred  dollars, 
and  was  intended  for  public  convenience,  that  justice  might  be  brought  to 
every  man*$  door,  and  administered  upon  tne  cheapest  and  most  economi- 
cal plan.  Beside  the  powers  thus  confered,  in  addition  to  being  confined 
to  matters  ex-cnntrartu^  were  suliject  to  another  important  limitation, 
which  is,  that  the  judgment  of  the  Justice  is  entirely  inoperative,  if  either 
of  the  paitics  be  dissatistied.  This  limited  and  qualified  power  is  rather 
an  evi(ience  of  public  distrust  than  otherwise— at  least  it  cannot  be  offered 
as  evidence  of  increased  public  ccmfidence. 

The  advocates  of  the  elective  principle  (said  Mr.  P.)  have  been  called 
upon  to  furnish  instances  of  incompetent  officers  under  the  existing  Con- 
stitution. He  would  not  deal  in  general  denunciation  iigainst  any  class  of 
citizens,  nor  did  he  believe  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  more  obnoxious  to  the 
charge  of  frailties  and  imperfections  than  any  other  portion  of  the  commu- 
nity. They  are  but  men,  and,  like  all  men,  subject  to  the  influence  of 
improper  feelings  and  passions.  He  would  speak  of  individual  instances 
to  show  that  appointments  are  made  by  an  Executive,  of  men  who  could 
not  receive  a  majority  of  t'.c  votes  of  the  district  in  which  they  reside.— 
This,  he  conceived,  was  now  an  imperative  duty,  inasmuch  as  it  had  been 
said  that  competent  appointments  had  almost  universally  been  made.— 
He  refered  t:)  the  case  of  an  individual  who  had  been  appointed  a  Justice, 
and  before  whom  a  physician  instituted  a  suit  for  professional  services,  in 
what  was  supposed  by  the  physician  and  the  patient,  a  case  of  witchcraft 
The  Justice  entered  a  formal  judgment  upon  his  docket  against  the  physi- 
cian, on  the  ground,  as  he  set  forth,  of  an  improper  remedy  having  beiBn 
a;:plied  for  the  relief  of  the  supposed  malady,  and  further  spread  upon  hb 
record  the  remedy,  which,  in  his  judgment,  would  have  been  proper  and 
effectual.    He  also  refered  to  the  case  of  a  newJy  appointed  Justieei  tho 


508  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

aooonntof  which  he  had  some  where  read—to  whom  application  had  beei 
made  for  legal  advice  in  relation  to  a  stray.    The  Justice,  ignorant  of  tbi 
law,  but  unwilling  to  acknowledge  it,  immediately  presented  the  remedy* 
which  he  declared  would  be  in  the  nature  of  a  shew  cause  against  the  mtn 
in  whoxe  possession  the  stray  was  found.      He  accoidinfly  instituted  a 
suit  in  the  name  of  the  Commonwealth  against  the  man  who  made  the  ap- 
plication, and  gave  ju  Igment  against  him  for  the  price  of  the  stray.— 
These  instanoef<,  togciher  with  those  refered  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Northampton  (Mr.  Porter)  and  the  gentleman  from  FranklIn,(Mr.  Dunlop) 
of  a  Prothonotary  who  endorsed  a  writ  of  right  of  dower,  ^*  Rit  of  Rile  of 
Douer*',  and  of  another  Prothonotar}'  who  endorsed  a  writ  of  scire  facias, 
**  scurry  furry^*,  are  strong  inst-.inces  of  the  imperfections  of  the  appointing 
power,  and  conclusive,  tu  my  mind,  of  the   superiority  of  the   elective 
principle.     'J'hc  people,  under  no  state  of  excitement,  would  commit  audi 
palpable  mistakes,  but  would  have  an  eye  single  to  the  qualifications  of  the 
candidates,  without  reference  to  tiic  party,  cause,  or  principles,  to  which 
tli^y  miglit  be  attached.     Under  tlie  present  system,  men  are  appointed 
Justices  without  any  other  qualification  than  that  of  services  rendered  to 
the  party ;  and,  what  is  most  objectionable,  a  few  men  in  each  county  draw 
ihe  wires  and  make  officers  at  pleasure.      The  President  had  refered,  in 
the  course  of  his  lemarks,  to  a  publication  in  some  Ohio  paper,  of  a 
wealthy  and  influential  man,  who  had  murdeted  his  wife,  and  who  had 
been  permitcd    to  stalk  abroad,   unmolested   by  the  magistracy  or  peo> 
pie.     This  hail  been  offered  as  an  argimicnt  against  the  elective  principle, 
and  to  show  that  the  desire  of  re-election  depraves  and  corrupts  the  mind. 
He  (Mr.  P.)  would  answer  the  argument  by  saying,  that  it  was  but  a  news* 
paper  fabrication,  and  that  he  was  unwilling  to  believe  a  stale  of  society 
existed  any  where  in  this  enlightened  land,  that  would  tolerate  the  commis- 
sion of  the  most  horrid  crimes,  and  especially  the  one  refered  to,  that  of  a 
husband  embruing  his  hands  in  the  blood  of  the  partner  of  his  bosom.    If, 
however,  the  story  were  true,  it  proved  but  one  thing,  to  wit :  an  entire 
absence  of  tliJt  religious,  moral,  and  social  feeling,  so  necessary  to  bind 
society  together,  and  preserve  it  from  the  excess  to  which  depraved  and 
excited  passions  render  it  exposed.     Amongst  such  a  people*  no  tenure  of 
office  could  effect  a  change :  the  error  is  to  be  found  at  the  heait,  where  the 
change  must  first  be  wrought      Reference  has  been  made  to  other  States, 
to  show  that  the  system  of  election  has  failed  to  answer  the  public  expec- 
tations.    A  few  days  since,  a  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio»  (Senator 
EwiNo)  who  was  in  this  Hall,  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  Ohio  aystem 
was  much  superior  to  that  of  Pennsylvania,  and  as  an  additional  evidence 
of  this  being  the  case,  we  have  only  to  advert  to  the  returns  of  the  election 
for  and  against  a  Convention,  when  it  will  be  observed  that  every  county 
adjoining  either  Ohio  or  New  York,  has  given  almost  unanimous  votes  in 
favor  of  reform ;  and  certainly  these  counties,  from  their  cont]guit3%  and 
from  having  tasted  the  relative  benefits  of  the  different  systems*  are  much 
better  prepared  to  give  a  correct  and  satisfactory  expression  of  opinion, 
than  the  eastern,  southern,  and  western  counties.     He  (Mr.  P.)  would  aot 
trouble  the  committee  further,  and  concluded  witli  the  hope  that  the  friendi 
of  reform  would  perceive  the  prejudicial  tendency  of  the  proposed  amend- 
ment, and  would  vote  it  down. 
■    Mr*  FuBXiNo  said  he  ahould  vote  for  the  propoaition  ooder  oonaidfra» 
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tion,  becaase  he  believed  that  some  change  was  necessary,  and  ouAt  to 
be  made.  He  was  pleased  to  find  so  many  gentlemen  who  were  able  lo 
▼OQch  for  the  integrity  and  respectability  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  in 
this  State ;  but  he  found  they  had  presented  but  one  side  of  the  pieiuro.-* 
He  knew  many  of  them  who  were  highly  respectable,  and  gooa  officers ; 
but  he  regreted  to  say,  that  he,  also,  knew  of  some  Justices^  who  were 
wholly  unfit  for  an  ofiice  so  important — for,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  an  im- 
portant ofiice.  This  wao  a  subject,  as  to  which  his  constituents  wished 
some  action,  with  a  view  to  the  remedy  of  existing  evils.  He  was  wil- 
ling  to  fall  in  with  any  proposition,  which  should  offer  an  efficient  remedy. 
The  great,  growing,  and  crying  evil  complained  of,  was  the  great  num'> 
ber  of  Justices.  The  office  was  thus  made  too  cheap :  and  it  was  no 
longer  regarded  as  a  respectable  and  responsible  situation.  The  appoint- 
roent  was  too  easily  obtained ;  for  it  was  not  uncommon,  nor  difficult,  in 
townships,  where  there  were  already  a  dozen  acting  Magistrates  in  a 
township,  for  the  friends  of  the  Executive  to  procuie  more  appointments 
for  the  same  township.  Tiie  number  has,  in  this  way,  been  increased  till 
they  had  become  a  curse,  instead  of  a  benefit,  to  the  community.  He 
spoke  from  his  own  knowledge,  as  derived  in  the  course  of  his  profes- 
sional pursuits,  when  he  said  that  he  had  no  confidence  in  tlie  Justices, 
as  a  body.  He  had  had  occasion  to  examine  into  their  character  and 
conduct ;  and  he  would  say  that  there  were  very  many  of  them  who  were 
utterly  unfit  for  their  office,  and  who  did  much  mischief  in  its  exercise.— 
They  had  lost  the  confidence  of  the  community,  and  that  was  a  sufficient 
reason  with  him  for  providing  for  some  other  mode  of  appointment,  and 
for  a  limitation  of  their  number.  It  was  high  time  to  restore  public  con- 
fidence by  a  salutary  reform.  I^et  us  lay  the  axe  at  the  root  of  the  evil. 
He  asked  gentlemen  who  wanted  evidence  of  the  evils  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, to  refer  to  the  dockets  of  the  several  Prothonotaries  in  the  Common- 
wealth, and  ascertain  how  many  writs  of  appeal  and  certiorari  there  werv 
from  the  Justices'  courts,  and  see  how  litigation  was  promoted,  and  costs 
accumulated  by  the  ignorant  or  corrupt  conduct  of  the  Justices.  Their 
jurisdiction  had  been  extended,  and  with  it  had  been  increased  their  pow- 
er to  do  injury  to  the  poor  man.  The  great  reason  urged  in  favor  of  in- 
creasing their  jurisdiction,  was  to  save  costs ;  but  the  costs  had  been  in- 
creased four  fold  by  it,  and  it  had  not  aflforded  any  of  the  relief  contem- 
plated by  the  law  of  ISIO.  He  had  stated  that  there  were  many  incooi* 
patent  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  he  would  mention  a  single  instance :  A 
Jostice  issued  a  summons  in  a  case  of  slander ;  and  when  the  defendant 
was  brought  before  him,  he  said  that  there  was  no  bail  allowed  in  the  case 
of  slander,  and  actually  made  out  a  mittimus,  and  sent  him  sixty-five  miles 
to  piison.  Justices,  of  similar  qualifications,  abounded  in  the  country. 
He  thought  the  only  way  was  to  remove  every  man,  good  and  bad,  to 
limit  their  term,  and  limit  their  numbers.  So  long  as  we  continued  tha 
present  number,  it  would  be  impossible  to  follow  out  any  scheme  of  reform, 
or  prevent  tlie  injustice  and  errors  of  their  proceedings.  Half  of  die 
Common  Pleas  business  related  to  appeals  from  Magistrates.  If  we  were 
to  have  continual  appeals  and  complaints  under  the  present  system,  why 
not  agree  to  apply  some  remedy  ?  Let  us  have  an  experiment  of  reform. 
If  it  was  thought  that  the  salary  would  amount  to  too  much,  then,  as  the 
next  remedy  for  us  to  try,  he  would  refer  to  the  proposition  of  the  report 
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fhirti  the  rommittec  on  the  tifth  article.  It  wafi  concedrd  that  some  wmf** 
Aroughttobc  applied,  and  he  hoped  we  should  adopt  an  eflTectaal  <Hie. 
Hb  had  eomo  ODJeciions  to  all  the  plane  that  had  been  suggested ;  bathe 
prefercd  the  propoaition  in  the  report  of  the  Judiciary  commitiSG,  which 
I^Vtded  a  limitation  of  the  number.  If  no  other  alteration  were  made  to 
tl^e  Constitution  than  this,  it  would  be  worth  all  the  expense  attendinf 
ihkt  Convention.  lie  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment  now  under  consido- 
rttion,  and  should  vote  for  it ;  but  he  would  bo  willing  to  vote  for  anv 
fmsible  plan,  havinor  in  view  the  same  object. 

Mr.  8mLLiT0  said,  as  the  State  of  Ohio  had  been  alluded  to*  and  as  be 
Irred  on  the  borders  of  that  State,  he  would  say,  that  though  he  had  had 
flsifeh  intercourse  with  tlie  people  of  Ohio,  and  had  heard  their  sentiments  is 
r^rd  to  the  operation  of  their  system  of  electing  the  Justices,  he  had  never 
hMrd  any  complaint  of  the  system.  Ever}*  body  appeared  to  be  well  satis- 
fied with  its  results.  He  heard  the  people  say,  they  would  not  exchange  it 
fdr  ours,  nor  for  any  other  tliat  could  be  devised.  In  regard  to  the  propo- 
■Men  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  to  pay  the  Justices' salaries,  he 
■tid  it  would  have  a  most  mischievous  tendency.  There  were  many 
litigious  and  quarrelsome  people,  who  would  always  be  ready  to  go  to 
law,  if  they  could  do  so  at  the  public  cost.  Contentious  people  wovld 
have  an  opportunity,  without  expense  to  themselves,  to  drag  their  neigh- 
bors into  the  courts,  without  any  reason  or  excuse.  They  would  take 
their  neighbors  from  their  plough,  to  carry  them  before  the  Magistrate. 
Sluoh  men  would  be  pests  to  society,  if  they  were  allowed  such  facilities 
for  litigation.  Many  men  would  refuse  to  pay  an  honest  debt,  until  they 
were  sued,  for  they  would  aigue  that  the  suit  would  cost  tliero  nothiiu^. 
"Hiere  must  be  some  way  to  make  a  man  responsible  for  going  to  law. 
For  these  reasons,  he  objected  to  the  proposed  amendment ;  but  there 
was  another  reason,  growing  out  of  the  efTeet  of  the  provision,  upon  the 
Magistrtite  himself.  When  he  feund  that  he  was  to  have  a  certain  salary, 
whether  he  did  little  business,  or  much  business,  he  would  probably  do 
mo  business  at  all.  He  would  not  lose  his  time  and  quit  his  private  affain, 
to  attend  to  the  business  of  any  poor  man,  if  he  was  to  be  paid  the  same 
torn;  whether  he  discharged  his  duties  or  not.  He  was  not  going  to  cob- 
damn  the  Magistrates  as  a  body,  but  it  was  evident  that  the  people  were 
dissatisfied  with  the  present  system,  and  wished  to  take  the  matter  iolo 
tfceii^  own  hands.  He  held  that  the  appointing  power  was  very  liable  to 
abuae,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  confered  on  any  one  man.  An  absolute 
p6#er  of  appointment,  exercised  by  one  man,  was  tyranny.  No  tyrant 
oould  go  beyond  that.  The  people  wanted  to  take  the  election  into  their 
own  hands,  and  if  they  happened  to  make  a  bad  choice,  it  would  be  in 
thjcir  power  to  remedy  it  at  a  subsequent  election,  by  leaving  out  men  who 
ase  found  to  be  incompetent  and  unfaithful.  But  when  they  get  good 
dMNS^  they  could  re-elect  them.  Upon  these  considerations,  he  shosM 
loiind  his  vote< 

Mr.  Rb4d  proposed,  he  said,  for  a  few  minutes,  to  examine  the  arfs- 
<ieat  of  the  gentleman  from  Lycoming,  (Mr.  Flevino,)  and  aee  opoi 
mtiMt  k  was  founded.  His  two  positions  were,  first,  that  some  change 
wiu  neoeaaary ;  and,  seeond,  that  the  complaints  against  the  present  syi- 
4tmy  prooeeded  from  the  eircunuitance,  that  there  were  too  many  Mafis> 
tratos.     For  these  two  reasons,  he  tells  us  that  he  will  support  the  amend- 
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inent  of  tlie  (gentlemen  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Merkditu).  How  would 
these  two  reasons  stand  together  ?  Any  man  who  wishes  to  remedy  uh 
evil,  would  naturally  look  to  the  origin  of  the  evil,  and  propose  something 
that  would  lemove  its  cause.  Those  who  thought  that  the  evil  was  in  the 
loo  great  number  of  Magistrates,  would,  of  course,  propose  to  reduce  the 
uumbcr.  But  how  is  this  to  be  eiiectcd,  by  changing  the  mode  of  com- 
|)ensation?  The  report  of  the  committee  as  fully  and  effectually  reaches 
the  evil,  which  he  supposes  to  lie  at  the  root  of  all  the  faults  of  the  present 
system,  as  does  the  amendment  of  the  g(*niicmau  fiom  Philadelphia,  It 
iloes  not,  to  be  sure,  limit  the  number  of  Justices,  but  it  leaves  it  to  the 
Legislature  to  carry  out  the  principle,  and  fix  the  number,  according  to  the 
circum&tanccH  which  may  hercnfu  r  arise.  'J*h(*  Convention  cannot  fix  tht 
immber.  How  can  we  tell  what  circunistanrcH  may  arise,  in  the  laps* 
of  time,  to  render  a  change  of  the  number  necessary  ?  We  can^  and 
perhaps  may,  allow  the  Legislature  to  assign  certain  numbers  to  each  dis- 
trict, according  to  the  number  of  taxables.  The  gentleman  seemed  not  lo 
be  aware,  as  most  persons  were  who  had  resided  in  any  county,  that  it 
would  be  impracticable  to  fix  a  salary  which  would  be  adapted  to  the  bus- 
iness and  labor  of  each  Justice  in  tiie  county.  Some  Magistrates,  owing 
to  their  peculiar  location  in  the  county  town,  or  to  other  ciretunstancea, 
were  employed  their  whole  time,  and  took  fees  to  the  amount  of  six  or 
eight  hundred  dollars  a  year  ;  while  there  were  other  Magistrates,  in  the 
same  county,  who  were  not  employed  two  days  in  the  whole  year,  and 
whose  entire  receipts  did  not  amount  to  five  dollars.  But  it  was  neoes- 
flary  for  the  convenience  of  the  citizens  of  every  county,  that  they  shonld 
have  four  or  live  Magistrates  in  dilTcrent  neighborhoods,  to  take  acknow- 
ledgments of  deeds,  or  to  take  testimony  from  females,  and  from  the  aged 
and  infirm,  who  could  not  go  to  the  county  town  for  the  purpose.  If  we 
undertook  to  graduate  their  compensation,  acconling  to  their  business, 
could  we  say,  half  a  century  before  hand,  what  each  Magistrate's  salary 
should  be  in  proportion  to  his  duties  f  C-ould  we  tell,  with  certainty, 
what  would  be  the  amount  of  business  that  ejch  Magistrate  would  per- 
fbim  ?  There  was  a  limitation  of  the  number  of  Justices  iixed  by  the 
report  of  the  committee.  The  report  made  it  necessary  for  the  Legiila^ 
lure  to  district  the  State,  and  limit  the  nnmhor  of  Justices  to  be  votod  for 
in  each,  bit  fore  the  elections ;  and  imill  th;;y  did  this,  the  people  woidd 
have  nothing  to  vote  for,  and  there  could  be  no  election. 

Mr.  Flkxino  said,  the  gentleman  had  alleged,  that  he  had  fixed  tlie 
number  of  Justices  in  the  report.  In  what  section  of  it,  was  there  any 
limitation  of  the  number?  ("oidd  the  gentleman  point  it  out  lo  ns  ?  It 
was  not  ronipetent,  tor  us  to  leave  this  matter  to  a  future  Jjcgislature, 
who  might,  or  might  not  viTi*ci  a  limitation.  We  were  bound  to  do  it 
ourselves,  and  for  that  purpose,  mainly,  h:i'l  this  body  been  assembled,  to 
leave  the  whole  matter  to  the  haz:u'(Js  of  future  legislation,  would  be  a 
gros4  dereliction  of  our  duty.  The  best  way,  in  his  opinion,  to  effect  a 
practical  limitation,  was  to  require  the  people  to  pay  their  compensation, 
and  their  interest  would  then  induce  tliem  to  elect  ouly  such  a  number, 
as  was  necessary.  We  wunteJ  n  limitation  which  was  tangible,  and 
which  Uie  people  could  comprehend  at  a  glance.  The  prospect  of  limita- 
tion by  the  Legislature,  was  not  sutlicient  to  satisfy  (hem.  Unlen  w« 
POttld  raise  the  chctnuMer  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  by  iimitio^  thfir 
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mmb«r»  we  might  t»  well  do  nothing  on  the  subject  Any  regular  fji- 
lem  that  was  now  adopted,  could  be  carried  into  effect,  a  century  hnlee, 
just  as  well  as  now.  There  conld  be  no  difficulty  about  the  details.  Of 
all  the  plans  which  had  been  suggested,  as  yet,  there  was  none  which  was 
so  well  adapted  to  the  wants  ana  interests  of  the  people,  as  that  which 
had  been  offered  by  the  Judiciary  committee,  and  he  trusted,  that  it,  with 
some  modifications,  would  be  adopted.  He  would  go  for  any  practicable 
reform,  which  would  answer  the  object  of  removing  this  evil,  and  he  had 
no  doubt,  that  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  would 
lend  to  limit  the  number  of  the  Justices ;  to  raise  their  character ;  to  ren* 
dcr  them  moie  independent,  and  impartial;  and  to  restore  public  confi- 
dence in  the  Magistracy.  He  conceived  this  to  be  a  subject  of  vast  im- 
portance. It  was  a  question,  whether  we  should  break  up  a  corrupt  sad 
tyrannical  system,  from  which  the  most  mischievous  effects  daily  proceed- 
ed ;  whether  we  should  suffer  mrn,  of  moderate  circumstances,  and  poor 
Bien  to  be  daily  dragged  before  the  Justices,  and  robbed  of  their  money,  for 
the  emolument  of  those  men.  He  knew  that  there  were  manv  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  who  were  honest  and  respectable  men  ;  but,  he  also  knew, 
that  there  were  many  who  oppressed  the  people,  and  created  basmess  for 
the  sake  of  their  own  emolument.  The  worthy  and  respioctable  of  the 
Magistracy,  were  not  those  who  got  the  money,  but  it  was  those  who 
were  guilty  of  extortion  and  oppresbion,  some  of  whom  got  rich  by  their 
offices.  To  deprive  them  of  their  fees  and  perquisites,  would  have  the 
•ffeet  to  withdraw  the  inducement,  which  they  now  have,  to  promote  liii* 
gation.  The  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  objected  that  the  coflopensatioo 
■hj  fixed  salary,  would,  necessarily,  be  unequal ;  but  either  the  Legislature 
or  the  county  Commissioners,  could  easily  regulate  the  salary,  so  as  to 
equal  it  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  business  done  by  each  Justice. 
liieTe  could  be  no  better  protection,  against  the  number,  and  the  cxto^ 
tions  and  corruptions  of  the  Justices,  than  to  allow  them  a  salary,  instead 
of  fees  of  office.  The  people  would  not,  then,  ask  for  such  a  nanber, 
M  would  be  a  burden  to  them,  and  the  officers  themselves,  would  have  no 
iBdaeement  to  abuse  their  power. 

Mr.  DiTKLop  said,  when  this  proposition  was  first  offered,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  vote  for  it,  out  of  respect  to  the  judgment  of  the  gentleman  who 
offered  it,  and  from  a  conviction,  that  something  should  be  done,  to  correct 
the  evils  of  the  present  system.  But,  in  this,  as  well  as  any  other  subject, 
he  kept  his  mind  open  to  conviction,  and,  after  listening  to  the  argument, 
ht  had  concluded  to  vote  against  it.  The  people  of  Peimsylvania  were 
BOt  disposed  to  increase  the  number  of  salaried  officers.  Tliere  was 
something  odious  to  them  in  the  very  name.  The  number  of  Justices,  as 
stated  in  the  document  before  us,  was  now  three  thousand  six  hundred  sikI 
thirtyniix.  It  would  not  be  tolerated,  that  such  a  number  of  salaried  ofi* 
oers,  should  be  thrown  on  the  treasur\' ;  and  even  this  number,  great  aa  \» 
was,  might  be  increased.  It  was  said,  that  the  Legislature  might  direct, 
what  salaries  should  be  paid ;  but  could  they  not  also  direct  the  mode  of 
paying  them  ?  They  might  direct  whether  they  should  be  paid  by  iltf 
MNinties,  out  of  the  public  treasury,  by  fees,  or  that  they  should  not  be 
paid  at  all.  The  Legislature  had  this  power  now,  and  he  was  not  preps* 
red  to  take  It  out  of  Uieir  hands,    He  doubted  whether  the  people  wookl 

imnm  \9  ^^^^  mi^  w  vmy  Qf  ^ueiipaii  qvar^r^  on  tbcm  for  9up|K»A 
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Now,  the  burden  of  compensating  them  was  thrown  on  the  litigants,  them- 
■eWes,  who  were  obliged  to  pay  for  the  indulgence  of  their  litigious  pro- 
pensities. As  the  Legislature  had  control  of  the  subject,  he  did  not  think 
it  necessary  for  the  Convention  to  act  upon  it ;  and  that  principle  he  ap- 
plied to  every  subject  which  was  brought  before  us.  It  was  not  necessary 
for  us  to  undertake  the  functions  of  Legislation, 
The  Convention  atijourned. 


WEDNESDAY  ALTERNOON,  4  oVlook. 

SIXTH  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  agaiu  robolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole  on 
the  6th  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers  of  Franklin  in  the 
chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr  Meredith,  to  amend 
the  amendment  offered  bv  Mr.  Heed. 

Mr.  Rked  said,  that  tlie  (gentleman  from  Lycoming  (Mr.  Fleming,)  had 
asked  him  a  question,  which  he  had  annwered  before.  His  reply  had  not 
been  understood,  and  he  could  answer  him  ajj^ain.  The  gentleman  had  asked 
where  was  the  limitation  to  the  number  of  justices  f  It  was  to  be  found 
in  the  nature  of  the  case.  No  other  power  than  the  IjCgislature  can  limit 
them,  because  wc  cannot  foresee  every  contingency,  when  we  say  in  the 
report,  that  they  shall  be  elecunl  in  every  township  and  borough,  it  would 

.  be  impossible  to  know  how  many  there  will  be  to  vote  for.  That  must 
be  determined  by  the  Legislature.  If  tlie  gentleman  tliinks  the  language 
is  not  suflicientlv  clear,  he  can  move  to  amend.  lie  himself  could  not 
make  such  motion,  because  under  his  amendment  the  liCgisIature  would 

.  fix  the  number. 

Mr.  M'DowELi.  faid,  licfore  tijc  vote  was  taken,  he  begged  leave  briefly 
to  suggest  to  the  ('ommittce  his  views  upon  tlie  subject  before  them.     As 

■  a  reformer,  he  felt  an  earnest  desire  that  great  caution  should  be  exercised 
upon  all  occasions ;  and  tliat,  altliough  individual  members  might  have  a 
strong  bias  in  favor  of  certain  forms  of  amendment,  still  he  hoped  their 
minds  were  open  to  the  force  of  truth,  and  possibly  to  conversion.  Every 
material  innovation  upon  the  present  Constitntion  was  of  vast  imporiaiice, 
and  l)efore  it  met  ilie  sanction  r>f  the  Committee,  should  be  carefully  and 
delibeiately  weiirlicd.  It  was  poing  very  far,  when,  l>y  a  pietty  decided 
vote,  the  ('ommiicc  determined  to  elect  Justices  of  the  Peace,  but  since 
that  iinpottani  c}ian<re  was  liivcly  to  be  made,  he  deemed  it  of  the  highest 

.  interest  to  iruard  the  integrity  and  faithfulness  of  those  inferior  Courts  in 
every  possible  manner. 

He  believed  tlie  <|iiestion  i»d'oro  the  House  to  be  one  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, and  involving  a  principle  of  equal  interest  with  any  that  would 

,  4'ome  before  the  Convention,     h  embraced,  in  tact,  the  independence  and 

.  purity  of  the  Judiciary  :  and,  ahiiuugh  ilie  application  of  the  principle  was 
to  a  Court  of  inl'erior  juriifdiriiun,  it  neverlhele^-8  carried  with  it  in  its  con- 
sidcnition,  all  the  weight  and  all  the  consequencee  that  could  follow  its 
liiloption  in  the  regulation  of  a  hiiihcr  trii)unal.     It  was  deeply  to  be  re* 

(reted,  thai  i>eithcr  the  jurisdiotioni  nor  the  character  pf  appoinimfnU  pf 
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Justices  of  the  Peace,  had  received  that  attention  nor  commanded  that  rt- 
spect,  which  the  present  Constitution  intended  to  create  and  ronfet.  TMr 
Judicial  tenure  and  fnnctions  lay  at  the  very  root  of  the  Judicial  irystemtrf 
the  coniraonweahh,  and  their  action  within  the  scope  of  the  same,  bringi 
them  to  pass  upon  the  most  important  rights  and  interests  of  the  comimi- 
nity  So  much  had  heen  said  about  the  rich  and  the  poor,  that  he  feh 
some  distnist  in  introducing  the  claims  and  rights  of  the  poor  man  even  is 
their  proper  place.  But  he  said  it  became  us  to  speak  of  men  and  thin^ 
as  thry  exist,  in  the  proper  spirit  and  at  proper  times.  The  poor  mm 
had  his  rights,  and  it  was  the  office  of  Government  to  protect  them.  He 
regarded  those  inferior  tribunals  of  Justices  of  the  Pence,  as  more  especiil- 
ly  tlic  poor  man's  Court,  and  the  natuie  and  extent  of  their  action  brought 
them  mainly  into  the  interest  of  the  humbler  classes  of  society.  But  it 
did  not  follow,  because  their  jurisdiction  was  limited,  and,  consequently, 
they  were  not  brought  to  act  upon  large  claims,  that  they  ought  not  the^^ 
fore  to  act  correctly  and  honestly.  A  Magistrate's  Court  was  a  Court  of 
the  last  resort,  and  as  absolutely  so,  within  certain  limitations,  as  the  an* 
perior  tribunals  of  Common  Pleas,  or  the  Supreme  Court.  From  his  de- 
cision, within  a  certain  amount,  there  was  no  appeal :  his  jud^rment  w« 
absolute.  An  erroneous  judgment  in  a  sum  oifivt  dollars  amlthirfy^km 
rents,  involved  as  great  a  principle  and  aifected  as  large  a  right  to  the  poor 
man,  as  an  erroneous  judgment  in  a  sum  of  nine  hundred  and  ninety-nine 
dollars  and  ninety-nine  cents  did  to  the  rich  man ;  although  the  one  might 
be  com  mi  ted  by  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  and  the  other  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  it  was  the  principle  of  right  and  wrong  that  was  implicated,  and 
not  the  amount  of  claim.  The  number  of  rights  passed  upon  by  these  in- 
ferior tribunals — the  incalculable  number  of  subjects  of  litigation  necessa- 
rily thrown  before  them  by  legal  restrictions,  made  them  the  most  anive^ 
^ally  important  tribunals  of  Justice  in  the  Commonwealth — and  it  was  fer 
these  reasons  they  were  entitled  to  what  they  of  late  years,  at  least,  had 
never  claimed  nor  received — the  greatest  possible  perfection  in  their  ot* 
ganization,  and  the  most  scrupulous  exercise  of  their  powers. 

Did  these  tribunals  sustain,  in  character  and  usefulness,  what  was  orifh 
nally  conceded  to  them  in  principle  and  importance  1  Certainly  not.  He 
was  surprised  to  find  so  predominant  a  spirit  of  complaint.  The  wbde 
western  section  of  the  State  seemed  to  be  arrayed  against  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  as  against  a  prevailing  evil.  And  it  was  a  singular  fact,  thai* 
in  proportion  as  tlioiv  Judicial  functions  were  enlarjred  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Legislature,  the  character  of  the  office  became  diminished,  both  in 
dignity  and  usefulness.  From  whence  spiings  the  evil  ?  In  answer  to 
this,  then;  was  but  one  opinion.  It  aroye  from  the  abuse  of  the  appointifig 
power.  That  power,  to  the  extent  exercised,  was  perliaps  never  in  con* 
temptation  by  the  framcrs  of  the  Constitution.  Since  its  adoption,  the  ju- 
risdiction of  these  subordinate  Magistrates  has  heen  enlarged  from  fort? 
shillings  to  one  hundred  dollars.  Whether  that  jurisdiction  was  wisely 
extended,  was  debatcable  ground.  Wise  or  unwise,  it  was  a  tribunal  to 
whose  judgment  seat  nine-tenths  of  the  disputed  concerns  of  mankind  weif 
brought  for  decision.  And,  notwithstanding  this,  it  was  a  tribunal  constitt- 
ted  by  the  Governor  of  the  Cotnmonweahh  carelessly,  recklesply,  corruptly. 
It  was  a  part  of  his  paironaae,  more  than  any  other,  that  had  been  baieiy 
prostituted  i  FfiWT,  in  rej^ard  to  the  competency  and  fitness  of  ihf  men  nf 
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poilUaci ;  and,  secondly,  in  the  number  of  appointmenUi  that  had  been 
made  from  time  to  time  to  repay  paiiy  services  performed,  or  secure  thoee 
that  were  to  be  performed. 

In  praotice,  he  inquiro'i  what  was  th^  process  in  creating  Justices  of  the 
Peace !  Was  it  to  connult  the  people,  first,  whether  a  Magistrate  was 
necessary ;  and,  secondly,  who  was  their  choice  I  Not  at  all.  There 
were  certain  **  Kitchen  Cabinets*'  in  every  county  of  the  Commonwealth, 
composed  of  the  *•  wise  men  of  Gotham" — the  pure  in  faith — the  •♦King's 
Coonscllors",  to  wliom  *'hom»i;^ti*'  must  be  ])aid  by  the  people  in  the  first 
place.  They  were  the  dispensers  of  public  favors ;  and,  no  dilference 
what  party  was  in  power,  tlic  proccBs  was  the  same.  The  honest  yeo- 
manry of  a  neighborhood,  pursuing  their  business  in  peace  and  quietness 
-—not  dreaming  that  they  were  in  want  of  an  additional  Magistrate  among 
them,  were  often  surprized  and  parnlized  by  the  pouncing  down  upon  them, 
mil  of  a  sudden,  a  new  Justice  of  the  Peace — a  fellow  with  a  commission 
in  his  pocket  from  the  Governor,  who  is,  thenceforth  and  forever,  a  great 
man,  tliough  he  was  never  heard  of  before  ;  or,  if  heard  of,  it  was  during 
some  electioneering  campaign,  where,  perhaps,  he  was  more  dexterous  at 
playing  the  demagogue  than  any  otlier  man.  In  all  this,  was  the  voice  or 
wishes  of  the  people  consulted  ?  No— their  rights  were  violated,  and 
tliemselves  insulted !  It  was  these  abuses  and  mal-practiccs  in  the  ap- 
pointing head,  that  had  brought  the  Judicial  character  of  subordinate  Ma- 
gistracy into  disrepute  and  odium.  A  large  portion  of  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace  were  competent  and  worthy  men ;  but  there  were  those  among 
them,  and  tliey  not  a  few,  whose  character  and  qualifications  threw  a  shade 
over  the  whole. 

He  did  not  know  a  greater  curse  tliat  could  be  fastened  upon  an  orderly 
and  peaceful  neiglihoriiood,  than  a  meddling,  officious,  business-seeking, 
pimping,  pandering  Justice  of  the  Peace — a  man,  too,  whom  the  people 
over  wiioiu  he  presides,  contemn  and  despise.  There  was  no  worse  visi- 
tation, unless  it  be  an  excess  of  Magistracy. 

Here  Mr.  M*Dowell  went  into  an  argument  of  some  lengtli,  to  show 
the  evils  resulting  from  the  existence  of  so  many  Justices  of  the  Peace. — 
He  believed  litigation  was  multiplied  exactly  in  proportion  with  the  in- 
erease  of  Magistrates.  A  majority  of  them  were  ambitious  to  acquire  busi- 
ness, and  he  who  obtained  most,  was  of  course  highest  in  judicial  excel- 
lence  anJ  importance.  It  unfortunately  too  often  happened,  that  those 
who  were  least  worthy  and  least  competent  did  the  must  business,  andy 
consequently,  injured  and  fleeced  the  greatest  number  of  people.  He  be- 
lieved it  to  be  generally  true,  that  the  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  the  county, 
who  made  his  Magistracy  an  exclusive  business — a  means  of  livelihood- 
was  an  injury  to  the  community  in  which  he  lived.  He  meant  the  man 
who  sought  business  as  some  of  them  did.  People  needed  no  prompting 
to  litigation — there  was  too  much  tendency  to  the  law  for  the  peace  of 
■oeiety,  or  the  interests  of  individuals.  He  did  not  believe  m  bringing 
justice  to  **  every  man's  door'*— <it  least,  he  did  not  believe  in  bringing  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace  to  every  man*s  door.  He  was  opposed  to  offering  fa- 
cilities to  litigation— he  would  not  increase  the  opportunities  of  a  man  to 
get  into  a  law  suit.  It  was  better  that  many  obstructions  should  lie  in  a 
man's  way  before  he  was  permited  to  sue  another.  No  man  should  en- 
tangle his  neighbor  in  the  meshes  of  the  law,  unless  there  existed  an  ab- 
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solute  necessity  for  it.  He  believed  hundreds — nay  thousands  of  little, 
petty,  malicious  actions  were  brought,  because  of  the  caf;c  and  conveniaue 
which  attended  them.  A  diiljculty  arises  between  a  man  and  his  neigh- 
bor— they  dispute — a  Magistrate  is  in  sight,  and  while  the  blood  ie  healed 
they  sue.  He  had  said  a  Justice  of  tlie  Peace  was  a  great  man  from  the 
date  of  his  commission  ;  he  was  fit  to  counsel  his  neighbors,  by  virtue  of 
the  great  seal  of  the  State — his  counsel  generally  ended  in  bringing  a  suit 
as  the  most  jifdicial  mode  of  settling  a  dispute,  which  a  little  time,  or  ina- 
bility to  get  to  a  Magistrate,  would  have  settled  itself.  But  Justices  are  so 
thicK,  a  man  has  not  time  to  cool  or  reflect,  before  he  runs  against  one.— 
In  matters  of  consultation,  they  become  the  agent  of  the  consulting  part}*, 
and  if  a  suit  is  brought,  they  are  bound  in  honor  to  make  good  their  ail- 
vice  ;  consequently,  judgment  is  given  for  plaintiffs,  and  hence  has  arisen 
that  approbrious  saying,  *'that  Justices  of  the  Peace  always  give  judg- 
ment for  the  plaintiff,  unless  the  defendant  is  vnabk  to  pay  the  costs*\ 
He  spoke  of  those  Justices  who  abused  and  disgraced  the  oihce'. 

He  went  mto  a  further  examination,  to  show  how  oppressively  the  abuse 
and  prostration  of  the  subordinate  Magistracy  of  the  country  operated  upon 
the  humble  classes  of  society — and  how  important  it  was,  that  these  tribu- 
nals, inferior  as  they  might  be,  should  he  respected  and  respectable,  and 
those  who  fill  them,  should  he  men  of  sound  heads  and  pure  hearts. 

Such  being  the  state  of  things,  an  J  the  people  of  this  Commonwealth 
seeing  that  the  evil  was  growing  upon  them,  and  that  it  was  getting  be- 
yond endurance,  claim  to  have  a  change  in  their  fundamental  law  in  this 
respect.  They  ask,  by  a  large  mnjority,  if  the  opinions  of  the  meraben 
of  Uiis  Convention  are  evidence  of  the  will  of  their  constituents,  that  the 
creation  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  be  given  back  to  them.  If  it  is  their 
will,  they  have  the  right  to  elect  them.  The  experiment  is  about  to  be 
tried,  and  it  is  said  Uie  hazard  is  not  great,  inasmuch  as  the  result  cannot 
bo  worse.     Time  will  test  the  change. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Me- 
REDiTn)  presented  to  his  mind  a  subject  worthy  of  great  consideration.^* 
Tiie  proposition  was  to  give  to  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  a  fixed  salary, 
instead  of  the  fees  of  office.     Inasmuch  as  the  door  was  thrown  open  for 
improvement,  he  was  favorable   to  the  amendment ;  it  struck  him  with 
great  force.     There  were  two  principal  evils  to  get  rid  of  in  the  ameliora- 
tion of  the  system  ;  the  first  was  the  number  of  Justices  ;  the  second  the 
abuse  of  the  ofHce.     The  first  evil  must  be  eradicated,  or  all  amendments 
arc  vain.     Unless  some  limit  is  fixed  in  the  Constitution  as  to  number^if 
the  Legislature  is  to  say  how  many  Justices  of  the  Peace  are  to  be  elected 
in  each  township,  ward,  or  district — if  they  are  to  determine  when  and 
where  a  new  Justice  is  necessary,   he  feared  there  would  be   nothing 
gained  by  the  change.     He  had  no  faith  in  Legislatures,  and  he  would 
sooner  trust  matters  of  patronage  with  the  Governor,  much  as  it  wii 
abused,  than  with  the  Legislature.     He  would  not  make  the  Legislative 
Hall  a  political  arena,  where  office  hunters  were  to  assemble  to  contest 
their  claims  to  office.     ^lembers  of  that  body  would  have  the  same  induce- 
ments to  abuse  the  power  as  the  Executive  ;  they  would  strew  their  die- 
tricts  with  newly  made  Magistrates,  to  reconcile  present  and  secure  foure 
promotion.     He  had  heard  enough  about  legislative  encroachments  and 
abuses  since  he  had  been  honored  with  a  seat  in  this  House,  to  make  him 
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distrust  tlie  virtue  and  integrity  of  that  body.  Indeed,  so  much  had 
said  about  public  men  and  bodies  of  men — such  charges  had  been  prefered 
and  imputations  cast  by  one  upon  another,  here  and  elsewhere,  that  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  in  what  quarter  to  repose  confidence.  The  gentle* 
man  from  Northampton  had  complained  of  this  universal  distrust.  He 
agreed  it  was  painful,  and  presented  a  state  of  things  not  very  creditable. 
He  believed,  however,  it  would  not  do  to  withhold  the  truth  from  motives 
of  delicacy.  Distrust  of  public  men  was  of  wholesome  tendency.-— 
Curb,  guard,  and  limit  the  exercise  of  delegated  power  as  you  may,  the 
people  will  find  the  tiust  too  often  abused.  Politics  had  become  a  pro- 
fession :  men  followed  it  as  a  business  :  and  in  deep  humility  he  was  con- 
strained to  say,  they  were  but  too  successful  in  their  calling.  His 
faith  in  a  man  diminished  as  he  grew  in  politics— he  spoke  of  the  mere 
politician. 

He  said  again,  and  he  gave  it  as  his  solemn  conviction,  founded  upon  ex- 
perience, that  the  great  evil  of  the  system  was  in  the  number  of  Justices. 
Nothing  could  be  done  in  the  way  of  reform,  unless  a  clause  was  introdu- 
ced in  the  Constitution,  giving  one  Justice  to  a  certain  number  of  taxable 
inhabitants ;  thereby,  placing  it  beyond  future  Governors  or  Legisla- 
tures, for  political  purposes,  to  flood  the  country  with  these  officers  of  the 
peace,  unasked  for  by  the  people. 

He  had  said,  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  the  city  (Mr.  Me* 
kedith)  met  his  views  favorably.  It  did  so,  and  the  more  he  had  reflected 
upon  it,  the  belter  he  thought  of  it.    Like  that  gentleman,  he  was  desirous 
to  record  his  vote  in  favor  of  it.     He  believed  the  time  would  come,  when 
their  views  would  be  more  favorably  received.     He  believed  the  fubordi- 
nate  Magistracy  of  this  Commonwealth,  with  its  enlarged  jurisdiction, 
was  of  the  most  vital  interest  to  the  people.     He  had  given  his  reasons 
for  this  opinion.     He  was  anxious,  therefore,  to  make  it  as  useful  and  as 
perfect,  as  it  was  important.     He  believed  in  the  purity  of  Judicial  offi- 
cers, more  than  he  did  in  their  independence.     Give  him  the  first  attri- 
bute, and  he  would  risk  the  other.     There  might  be  independence  with- 
out integrity ;  but,  he  doubted  whether  the  latter  merit  could  prevail  with- 
out the  former.  Under  the  present  Constitution,  Magistrates  are  multiplied 
to  an  evil.  Under  the  system  of  fees,  extortion  was  invited  and  practised. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  know  which  was  the  worst.     The  amendment  under 
consideration,  to  his  mind,  proposed  an  entire  remedy  against  extortion.—* 
It  removed  the  inducement  from  the  officer — it  took  away  all  interest 
which  he  had  in  his  fees— he  would  be  no  longer  led  into  temptation.— 
Between  the  man  of  large  and  multifarious  business-*of  many  suits  and 
collections-*of  great  wealth — and  the  poor  man,  of  few  suits  and  less  in- 
fluence, he  would  stand  impartial.     He  feared  extortion  was  a  prevailing 
sin  of  the  day  ;  and  it  was  well,  perhaps,  for  the  people,  that  they  were 
ignorant  of  its  domination.    Theie  were  other  and  greater  peculators  than 
Justices  of  the  Peace.    He  doubled  the  propriety  of  any  officer  receiving 
fees  for  services,  much  less  a  Judicial  officer.    But  society  had  still  a 
deeper  interest  in  this  amendment     It  put  an  end,  in  a  great  measure,  to 
useless  litigation.  Magistrates,  instead  of  aiding,  abating,  and  enoouraginff 
•alts,  would  discountenance  petty,  paltry,  legal  altercations.    They  woula 
have  neither  interest  nor  mclination  to  incite  them.    Thousands  of  snittr 
BOW  prosecuted  with  fierceness  and  angry  feeling,  would  then  be  settled 
TOL.  in.  xS 
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ty  advise  and  persuasion.  It  would  cut  up,  by  tho  mote,  a  iiiiseraHIeiy»* 
lem  of  peitifogginir.  He  had  learned  sinre  he  came  here,  ihat  in  a  cowuiy 
not  far  distant,  a  cerlaiT  class  of  lawyers  (such  as  hang  round  cveryConrt 
House]  had  coatrjcis  with  the  Just'ces  of  the  Peace,  and  gave  them  to 
much  percent.  fi»r  every  fee  they  rouh!  procure;  and.  in  this  way,  aroo- 
summated  sy$«tcm  of  peculniion  and  pntifotrtjinff,  was  kepi  hetween  smoU 
lawyers  and  cirrnpt  MacFisirati»».  What  was  the  consequence  ?  The 
people  were  deceived  and  rohbed. 

What  were  the  objections  to  this  amendment  ?  He  had  not  heard  out 
that  struck  his  mind  with  any  force.  Ii  had  been  said  it  wouh!  not  he  po- 
pular with  the  people ;  they  would  object  to  so  many  salaried  oflirers.— 
Whether  it  would  he  popular  or  unpopulir,  was  no  argument  with  him. 
But  why  should  the  people  object  to  it?  Because,  it  is  said,  it  produces! 
total  change,  and  therefore,  they  will  not  be  satisfied  ?  He  admiied  it 
would  pnulico  a  clian^e — a  wholesome,  salutiry,  republican  change;  i: 
would  introduce  a  change  that  woidd  secure  the  poor  man  against  aenni- 
nion  abuse  of  his  rights  and  interests,  and  nothing  more,  it  would  prodore 
a  change  that  woultl  purge  and  purify  ihc  most  imnortant  branch  of  our 
jurisprudence.  What  evil  would  result  from  it?  None:  essentially  none. 
Would  the  costs  of  the  administration  of  pnblic  justice  be  increased?  Not 
a  dollar.  Then,  how  would  the  people  be  injured  ?  The  views  of  the 
gentleman  who  had  spoken  in  favor  of  this  amendment,  had  not  placed 
this  matter  upon  its  tiue  foundation. 

The  gentleman  from  Crawford  (Mr.  Shisluto)  complained  of  the  costs. 
He  trusted  that  no  man  had  it  in  contemplation  to  abolish  tlie  fee  bill,  and 
permit  parties  to  bring  suits,  and  lose  them  without  paying  costs.  This 
was  not  what  he  contended  for.  He  only  contended  that  the  irn/ef  tf 
the  Judfce  should  not  depend  upon  the  fee  bill,  or  the  number  of  suits  he 
could  manage  to  institute.  Let  the  fee  bill  remain  as  it  is«  or  let  it  he 
suitably  amended,  and  let  the  crtsts,  v.'hich  now  ^oto  the  Justice,  be  collect- 
ed by  him,  and  paid  over  on  oath  to  the  conniy  or  township  treasurer.— 
Let  such  laws  be  passed  as  will  make  it  hisimpctative  duty  to  receive  and 
account  for  all  such  tecs.  Beyond  a  ceitain  amount,  the  Prothonotiirifs. 
Registers,  &^c.  of  the  diircrent  counties,  are  compelled  to  pay  to  the  Statt- 
Treasury,  certain  portions  of  their  fec;*.  To  do  this,  an  account  must  be 
kept  of  all  receive(l.     L(H  the  Justices  pursue  the  same  course. 

Limit  the  number  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  you  will  make  the 
office  respectable  and  respected.  Make  them  like  angels'  visits,  **  few 
and  far  between*',  and  men  will  consent  to  till  the  station  who  will  do 
honor  to  it,  and  justice  to  suitors.  Limit  the  number  of  Mas;isintes  in 
each  county,  and  the  honest  fees  of  their  husinec«3  will  pay  them  ample 
salaries.  The  costs  will  not  be  the  addition  of  a  farthing.  Public  lecD- 
rity,  private  rights,  judicial  confidence,  and  the  satisfaction  of  the  peoplei 
would  be  worth  millions. 

He  would  be  willing,  further,  to  restrain  the  action  of  Magistrates,  rith 
a  view  to  the  greater  perfection  of  the  svstem.  He  would  confine  the  jo* 
risdiction  severally  to  their  respective  (fistricts,  (except  in  crimmal  cases) 
at  least  so  far,  that  cither  plaintiff  or  defendant  should  reside  theiein.  He 
had  known  many  instances  of  the  grossest  and  most  wicked  abuse,  fnrthe 
mtification  of  tiie  worst  of  feelings,  of  this  general  and  unoonfined  joris* 
diction  of  Justices  of  the  Peace.     He  would  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  * 
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•Uintiff  to  travel  over  si  county  to  pick  out  a  Mai^istrate,  before  whom  to 
ring  ail  unrighteous  and  unjust  suit.  He  wished,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
iiard  against  all  abuses  ;  lie  might  be  mistaken  in  his  views  ;  but  he  con- 
ri  •ntionsly  believed,  if  they  were  once  put  in  practice,  they  would  be 
3und  universally  beneficial. 

Mr.  Mbrrill  said,  that  in  discussing  this  question,  it  mi^ht  be  proper 
3  go  back  to  the  system  of  appointments  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  in 
n\e^  10  come  to  a  correct  conclusion.  He  had  taken  considerable  pains 
3  inform  himself  in  reiaiion  t(»  the  operation  of  the  33'stem  of  election  of 
lagistraies  in  the  neiirhboring  States,  in  which  he  had  lately  travelled,  and 
le  would  s'aie  some  of  the  facts  which  had  come  to  his  knowledge,  in  the 
curse  of  ins  journcv.  In  Indiana,  ihev  elect  their  Justices  of  the  Peace 
;iT  five  years,  and  the  honesty  and  justice  of  the  opcr.ition  of  the  system, 
(light  bo  judged  of,  by  ndatinjr  a  story  which  he  had  heard  while  in  that 
^ta'te.  lie  had  been  told  by  a  young  man,  v.ho  practiced  law  in  that  State, 
hat  he  had  been  called  upon  to  go  seven  miles  to  argue  a  case,  where  the 
mount  involved  in  the  controversy,  was  only  three  five-penny  bits.  No 
ontroversey,  however  trifiing,  could  be  decided  there,  without  counsel, 
,nd  the  fees  of  the  counsel  generally  were  as  great,  or  exceeded  the  sum 
rivolved  in  the  coiitrover!«ey.  This  was  the  operation  of  the  elective  svf- 
em  in  the  Slate  of  Indiana.  He  had  also  been  informed,  that  it  was  a 
juile  common  matter  there  for  persons  who  had  suits  to  bring,  to  inquire 
before  they  went  to  put  them  in  the  hands  of  a  Magistrati*,  how  long  he 
tail  to  serve  ;  how  soon  his  time  would  be  out ;  and  if  the  Magistrate  had 
mt  a  short  time  to  servo,  they  would  not  entrust  liim  with  the  collection  of 
heir  accounts.  This  was  the  confidence  put  in  the  elective  Magistracy  of 
he  Stale  of  Ohio  by  the  citizens  of  the  State,  and  by  those  best  qualified 
1  judge  of  their  integrity  and  honesty.  It  was  frequently  the  case  in  that 
lla'e,  that  men  were  elected  Magistrates  who  were  possessed  of  no  qualifi- 
4ition:^  whatever,  and  the  same  thing  no  doubt,  would  occur  hereunder  the 
tame  system.  In  fact,  he  had  heard  of  a  case  there,  in  whicii  a  man  was 
lear  being  elected  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  who  was  possessed  of  no  quali- 
ic-ition  whuever,  unless  it  was  for  a  high-way  robber.  In  the  State  of 
)hio,  Jusiiccs  are  elected  for  the  term  of  three  years  ;  and  here  again,  law- 
rers  are  called  in  on  all  occasions,  t )  plead  the  causes  which  come  before 
hese  ofiicers.  But  very  little  confi^lence  is  placed  in  the  Magistrates,  and 
icnce  all  persons  having  bu^^^iness  to  transact  before  them,  are  compelled  to 
jmploy  lawyers  to  see  that  the  suit  is  conducted  properly.  He  knew  a 
'ery  young  lawyer,  who  rei^idcd  in  that  State,  who  had  told  him  that  his 
ei^ilar  weekly  business  b3fote  M  igistrates,  brought  htm  in  about  eighteen 
lollars  a  week.  This  was  a  pretty  good  sum,  considering  that  it  was  all 
samed  before  Justices  of  the  P  'ace,  and  w.is,  perhaps,  more  than  many 
awyers  in  this  State  made  in  their  practice  in  courts.  Now,  he  would 
isk,  whether  irentlemen  desired  to  see  such  a  state  of  things  existing  in 
biff  State?  He  thought  the  people  of  this  Commonwealth  would  be  bet- 
er  satisfied  with  their  present  system,  than  with  any  such  system  as  this, 
i^hieh  could  be  of  no  benefit  to  any  person  but  the  lawyers.  Under  thie 
»y8tem,  if  a  man  had  an  account  of  a  few  dollars,  which  he  wanted  to 
>ring  a  suit  upon,  by  the  time  he  employed  a  lawyer  and  gave  him  his  feet 
here  would  be  little  or  nothing  left.  When  he  was  in  Cincinnati,  h» 
rat  told  by  a  lawyer  there,  that  the  niost  laborious  part  of  his  busioess 
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wat  the  iuiti  before  Magistrates,  they  being  so  mach  mora  numovoiis  duo 
the  suits  in  courts.     In  the  State  of  New  York,  the  Maffiatratea  vsia 
alectedt  and  they  have  four  to  a  township.    In  the  course  of  hia  obaerf»> 
tions  there,  he  had  found  that  sometimes  two,  and  sometimea  the  whole 
four  Magistrates  were  young  lawyers,  who  had  but  little  practice  in  the 
courts.      They  generally,  after  they  get  through  with  their  reading,  get 
some  of  their  friends  to  use  their  influence  to  have  them  taken  up  for  the 
office  of  Magistrate ;  and  by  tliis  means,  they  get  elected  to  that  office,  and 
practice  in  the  courts  at  the  same  time.     He  would  relate  another  mauer 
which    he    saw    there,    relative    to    these    lawyer-Magistrates,    which 
struck  him  as  a  most  singular  judicial  proceeding.      In  a  certain  township, 
in  that  State,  there  were  two  young  lawyers  who  were  Magistrates,  sod 
they  had  an  arrangement,  that  their  law  days  should  be  different,  so  that  one 
could  attend  the  trials  of  suits  of  the  other,  and  act  as  lawyer  in  the  case. 
Thus  they  alternately  acted  as  lawyer  and  Jtisticc,  A  pleading  causes  be- 
foie  B  on  Monday,  and  B,  pleading  causes  before  A,  on  Tuesday.    This 
might  be  considered  pettifogging  on  a  new  system.     In  fact,  he  had  been 
informed  that  the  pettifoggers  in  the  State  of  New  York,  beat  the  larger 
lawyers  all  to  smash.     He  believed,  there  were  as  many  honest  men  con> 
nected  wiih  the  profession  of  the  law,  as  with  any  other  profession,  bet  he 
did  not  wish  to  see  them  placed  in  a  situation  where  they  would  have  the 
opportunity,  and  it  would  be  their  interest  to  multiply  law-suits,  because  it 
wotdd  bring  the  profession  into  disrepute.     Ho  wished  to  see  them  stand 
before  the  world  in  their  true  character,  without  being  prejudiced  by  any 
su^h  practices  or  system  as  he  had  alluded  to.      In  the  State  of  Vermont 
loo,  the  Magistrates  are  elected,  and  the  same  system  is  practiced  there, 
of  employing  attorneys  in  all  cases  of  suits  brought  before  them.     He  had 
heanl  of  a  young  lawyer,  who  went  into  that  Sta'C,  and  afier  boing  there 
for  some  time,  he  returned  on  a  visit  to  his  friends,  and  on  being  a-'^ked 
how  he  was  getting  along  in  Vermont     **  Oh*'  said  he  *^  I  am  sure  of  a  liv- 
ing, for  I  have  all  the  sueing  of  one  store".    Then  was  it  to  be  supposed 
by  gentlemen  that  the  citizens  of  Pennsylvania  would  prefer  the  mode  of 
appointments  he  had  alluded  to.  if  they  were  to  take  along  with  itthesyi- 
tem  practicf'd  under  it  in  other  States?     He  apprehended  that  they  wouid 
prefer  the  present  stystem,  which  was  well  understood,  to  any  of  these  neir 
and  untried  systems.     Then,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  whole  evil  com- 
plained of,  might  be  remedied  by  limiting  the  number  of  Justices  to  be 
appointed,  and  dispensing  with  what  was  called  the  fee  bill.     Put  then  in 
the  same  situation  of  the  other  Judiciul  ofTicers,  and  your  minor  Judicial 
officers  will  give  as  much  satisfaction  to  fhc  peoplo,  and  they  will  pl^ee 
as  much  confidence  in  them  as  in  your  other  Judicial  tribunals.     He  did 
sot  know  that  the  Governor  appointed  better  persons  than  the  peopW 
would  generally  elect,  and  he  did  not  know  that  it  would  be  an  evil,lo 
elect  Justices  of  the  Peace,  but  if  they  were  to  ho  elected  for  a  few  yeaffi 
he  took  it  that  it  would  be  a  monstrous  evil.     If  you  elect  them  for  afe* 
years,  you  will  have  them  all  the  time  olectione  'ring  for  their  re-e!ccuon. 
and  every  kind  of  corruption  would  be  introduf*ed  into  the  adminifitratioa 
of  justice.    It  would  entirely  destroy  the  rights  of  the  poor,  and  give  the 
Tifib  Ibe  adrantage  in  the  deoisioa  of  all  suiu,    If  a  rich  man,  who  zniiii^ 
in  ths  Mme  townihip  with  the  Maglatrato,  brought  a  a uit  againit  a  poor 
V^V\f  \^  WPtiw^  (owRibipi  tb^f«  wpuD  b»  bi}ilinl«  Pb«iief  utibfi  poor  m 
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haring  jiMtice  done  him,  and  if  the  amount  was  below  five  dollars  and 
thirty-three  cents,  there  would  be  no  appeal.  But,  even  if  the  sum  was 
larger,  the  situation  of  the  poor  man  generally  shuts  him  out  from  an  ap* 
peal,  because  he  was  not  able  to  defray  the  expenses  of  carrying  a  suit 
into  court.  He  thought,  there  were  few  men  who  would  say  but  what  this 
would  be  the  consequence.  Certainly  there  would  be  every  opportuni- 
ty, for  this  kind  of  oppression  to  be  practiced.  If  we  are  to  alter  the  Con- 
stitution, let  U9  alter  it  to  provide  against  these  evils,  instead  of  making  it 
introduce  them  into  our  system.  Let  us  adopt  a  system  which  will  induce  all 
men  to  act  honestly,  honorably,  and  independently,  and  not  be  laying  a  trap 
for  poor,  weak,  fallible,  human  nature.  To  elect  Justices  f  >r  a  short  term, 
eould  be  of  no  benefit  to  any  one,  but  was  calculated  to  make  them  elec- 
tioneering politicians,  and  to  make  the  lawyers  all  pettifoggers.  Men  who 
are  elected  Justices  seldom  understand  any  thing  about  the  law,  and  they 
never  have  time  to  inform  themselves  if  they  are  to  be  changed  every  three 
or  four  years  But  if  you  make  them  Justices  during  good  behavior  and 
make  them  removable  for  mi8C')n(1uct,  you  will  have  honest,  upright,  and 
competent  Magistrates.  He  did  not  believe,  that  paying  salaries  to  the 
Justices  would  cast  the  State  any  thing  more,  than  to  let  their  compensa- 
tion be  provided  for,  by  the  payment  of  fees.  He  would  require  the  costs 
of  suits  to  be  collected  in  the  fame  manner  as  in  courts  of  justice,  which 
should  go  into  the  Tr^'asury  to  delray  the  expenses  incured  by  the  pay- 
ment of  Justices'  ifalaries.  This  would  make  the  Magistrates  independent, 
and  prevent  them  from  extorting  any  thing  from  the  poor  from  interested 
motives,  'i'he  gentleman  from  Bucks,  (Mr.  McDowell)  had  explained 
away  the  objection  of  their  salaries  costing  the  State  a  larger  am.mnt,  and 
he  did  not  consider  that  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  say  any  thing  more  on 
that  subject.  L  seemed  to  him  then,  that  we  ought  to  adopt  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  the  city,  (Mr.  Meredith)  and  place  the  Justi- 
ces of  the  Peace  above  temptation. 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centie,  had  been  surprised  at  the  remarks  of  the  vari- 
ous gentlemen  who  had  spoken  on  this  subject.  We  have  had  speeches 
from  all  sides  of  the  EIou«e  on  tite  question,  and  really  such  pictures  as 
we  have  had  of  the  tlepravity  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  in  Pennsylvania, 
and  other  States,  were  almost  enough  to  make  a  man  doubt  whelluT  there 
were  any  honest  men  in  the  country.  Wo  have  heard  the  characters  of 
this  class  of  officers  held  up  to  the  world,  in  all  the  deformity  which  the 
human  character  is  subject  to ;  and  a  stranger  coming  in  here,  would  tike 
these  officers  to  \ye  the  liiost  dpijraded  set  of  men  in  tlie  universe.  He 
thoutrht  gentlemen  had  gonf?  too  far  in  thi:^  matter.  He  had  known  many 
worthy  and  good  m<^n,  who  wcrc!  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  and  as  a  class  in 
Peniu<ylvania,  lie  believed  they  were  equal  to  r.Imost  any  other  cliss  of 
citizens.  Gcntlcm'jn  had  ar.'iaed,  that  if  Magistrates  were  elected,  they 
would  be  continually  t.loctioneering  ;  and  that  the  few  rich  men  would  he 
able  to  oppress  the  many  poor,  inasmucli  as  the  Majristrates  would  al- 
ways <locide  in  favor  of  tho  lich,  in  suits  hroui^hl  before  them,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  tlieir  interest  at  the  next  election.  Now  he  took  it  that 
there  was  nothing  in  this  argument,  and  he  must  beg  leave  to  differ  en* 
firely  from  gentlemen,  bccavi*!'  be  believed  that  every  man  who  had  re^. 
aelvsd  injuttiue  at  the  hands  of  a  Magittraic,  would  vote  against  bimi  and 

Hff  ill  bi«  iudti«QOf  to  put  b(m  out.    If  Qnp  vioh  mm  bfought  unjvtii  df ? 
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mands  a^aintt  6hy  poor  men,  and  the  Magistrate  decided  a^inat  the  poor 
man,  and  in  favor  of  the  rich  one,  did  any  man  suppose  that  the  rich 
maii*s  influence  would  be  nhle  to  sustain  such  Maf^istrate  ?  Certainly  ao 
ra:m  could  believe  this.  When  a  poor  man  received  injustice  at  the  h^indi 
of  a  Magialrate,  and  that  Magistrate  wns  elective,  he  would  tell  his  neigh- 
bors of  It,  and  liiat  would  have  mnre  influence  with  the  public,  than  all 
that  could  be  said  or  done  by  the  rich  man.  The  poor  men  of  the  town- 
ship, who  were  alwa)'*  in  the  majority,  would  rise  in  their  strength,  and 
turn  nut  such  dishonest  Magistrate,  unless  ynu  prevent  tliem  I>y  the  pas- 
sage of  a  Registry  Inw,  or  place  some  such  resirictitm  upon  them,  which 
would  prevent  them  from  voting.  The  (renilcman  from  Bucks  (Mr.  M'- 
DowEix)  had  drawn  such  a  picture  of  the  Magistrates  of  Pennsylvania, 
as  he  (Mr.  S.)  believed,  never  did,  nor  never  would  exist.  He  believed 
m  ny  of  them  to  be  honorable,  honest,  and  upright  men. 

Mr.  MM)owELL explained:  He  had  not  spoken  of  the  individuals,  but 
only  of  the  system,  and  of  the  corrupt  practices  which  must  inevitably 
grow  up  under  ihe  system. 

Mr.  Smyth  :  If  the  arj^ument  of  the  gentleman  went  to  show  any  thinjr, 
It  went  to  show  that  the  Mngistraies  ought  to  be  elected,  insteail  of  their 
being  apiointed  by  the  Governor.  Tiie  genilemnn  from  Union  (Mr.  Mee- 
Riix)  had  Uikcn  us  into  the  Suites  of  \'ermont  nnd  New  York,  to  show  us, 
that  there,  younjj  lawyers  were  elected  Magistiaies— and  to  show  us  tlie 
practice  of  those  ofUccrs.     Now  all  he  had  to  say  to  this,  was  that  he  did 
not  believe  thnt  any  young  lawyer,  who  conducted  business  in  the  manner 
set  forth  by  the  gentleman,  could  cvei  be  re-elected  a  Justice  of  ihePcacc 
in  Pennsylvanin.     He  had  too  high  an  opinion  of  the  intelligence  of  the 
people,  to  beliei^e  that  they  would  ever  make  such  notoriously  bad  se- 
lections, as  had  been   inst«anced    by  gentlemen   here.     They   were  ac* 
quainted   with  the  candidates,  and   having  an  mterest  in   having  a  good 
man  appointed,  they  would  select  none  other;  whereas,  the  Governor, 
not  knowing  the  person  he  had  to  appoint,  could  easily  be  imposed  upon, 
as  was  too  frequently  the  case.     He  was  sorry  that  so  unfavorable  a  pic- 
ture had  been  drawn  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace.     He  had  never  had  an 
opportunity  of  observing  what  was    the   practice   of  even  half  a  dozen 
Stales,  in  relation  to  their  Justices  of  the  Peace.     He  thoudit  thiit  gen- 
tlemen went  rather  too  far  in  condemnincr  them.  His  own  opinion  wa«,ihat 
they  were  very  useful  members  of  society.  He  could  not  asfree  with  thesen- 
tlenian  from  Bucks,  (Mr.  M'Dowf.li.)  that  we  were  overrun  with  Justices. 
There  were  but  two  in  the  township  in  which  he  (Mr.  S.)  resided,  and 
both  were,  decidedly,  honest  ami  respectable ;  and  if  the  election  of  Jni- 
tices  of  the  Peace  were  left  to  the  people,  these  men  would  be  sure  to  be 
re-elected. 

Mr.  Cline  of  Bedford,  said,  that  the  proposition,  pendmg,  was  of  the 
greatest  importance.  He  regreted  that  the  discussion  had  not  taken  pre- 
cisely the  channel  he  could  have  wished,  and  that  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Philadelphia  had  not  met  with  the  Attention,  to  which  it 
was  really  entitlfd.  At  the  time,  that  he  had  the  honor  of  being  elected 
to  a  seat  in  thii  Convention,  he  deemed  it  his  duty  lo.listen  attentively  w 
what  bis  constituents  desired  in  reference  to  amending  the  ContliUitiooof 
Pennsylvania.  And,  if  any  impression  had  been  made  upon  his  mini 
at  all,  it  was.  that  they  wished  n  change  to  be  made  in  the  manner  ind 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  ISBIf.  &» 

-mode  ef  eleetinf  their  Justices  of  the  Peac«.  He  had  bestowed  0ome 
refleeiion  upon  tne  subject,  as  well  as  other  gentlemen,  as  to  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  the  people  to  desire  a  chan^,  and  he  soon  arrived  at 
the  conclusion,  that  the  people  must  have  considered  the  Justices  of  the 
Peacf,  as  at  present  appointed,  either  incompetent,  or  dishonrst.  He 
could  not  conceive  why  they  should  want  to  change  the  cxistinfif  mode, 
unless  it  was  in  order  to  get  rid  of  evils  which  attached  to  it.  He  con- 
fe.4sed  that  he  was  not  at  all  partial  to  the  election  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  hy  the  people,  and  he  was  afraid,  that  it  was  an  experiment,  which 
in  it9  consequences,  might  prove,  if  not  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
people,  at  least,  not  beneficial  to  them.  And,  with  regard  to  appoint- 
ments hy  the  Governor,  we  were  all  aware,  that  he  knew  little  or  noth- 
ing of  those  whom  he  appointed  Justices.  He  listened  to  the  opinions  of 
his  own  political  friends,  from  the  county,  i  \  which  an  appointment  was 
to  be  made,  bef(»re  making  it.  He  (Sir.  C.)  believed  that  this  had 
been  done,  not  only  by  one  or  two  administrations,  but  by  every  adminis- 
tration which  had  ever  existed  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  Now,  he 
would  ask,  if  it  was  to  he  supposed  tliut  appointments  thus  made,  could 
be  of  that  character  which  the  people  desired  ^  In  his  opinion,  nine  out 
of  ten  of  such  appointments,  did  not  give  satisfaction.  The  question 
which  then  recured  wis — would  the  elocticm  of  the  Justices  by  the  peo- 
ple, themselves,  cure  the  evils  now  existing?  He  entertained  much  doubt 
on  the  subject,  yet  he  would  vote  for  the  measure,  because  it  was  not,  cer- 
tainly, less  objectionable  than  the  present  one.  He  would  say  that,  whe- 
ther the  Justices  were  elected,  or  appointed,  still  a  very  great  evil  existed. 
The  Justices,  he  would  maintain,  were  not  independent.  And,  why  not? 
Because  they  were  dependent  upon  what  they  received,  as  a  compensa- 
tion for  their  labor,  on  the  fees  attached  to  their  offices.  How,  then, 
were  they  to  be  rendered  independent  ?  Could  they  be  made  more  so, 
than  by  giving  them  a  fixed  salary,  which  should  not  depend  upon  any 
extraneous  circumstances  ?  What  other,  or  better  mode,  could  be  adopted 
than  that?  He  thought  that  their  decisions  would  then  be  more  likely  to 
be  impartial  and  just,  nnd  that  they  would  feel  honored  in  giving  them. 
He  would  repeat,  what  he  had  already  said,  that  the  people  have  com- 
plained that  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  were  either  incompetent,  or  dishon- 
est. And,  he  would  say,  that  if  they  had  not  called  this  Convention, 
mainly  to  correct  these  evilti,  they  undoubtedly,  at  least,  particularly  de- 
sired to  have  them  removed.  He  had  expressed  his  regret  that  the  ques- 
tion had  not  been  discussed,  with  reference  to  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Meredith.)  That  amendment  had  been 
fully  explained,  and  he  wished,  if  it  could  he  done,  that  the  gentleman 
would  so  modify  it,  that  the  suitor  should  not  be  relieved  from  costs,  but 
should  pay  them  into  the  county  treasury,  towards  the  fund  for  the  com- 
pensation of  the  Magistrates.  By  doin?  this,  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
render  the  system  much  more  perfect.  It  was  expected  that  the  number 
of  Justices  would  he  limited,  and  if  that  should  not  he  done,  one  of  the 
evils  of  which  the  people  now  complained,  would  still  rpmnin.  He  con- 
tended that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  number  of  Justices  should 
be  reduced,  because  there  were  really  more  than  there  ought  to  be.  He 
fully  concured  in  the  justice  of  the  remarks,  of  the  gentleman  from 
Buckf ,  (Mr.  M*Dowill)  as  to  the  impolicy  of«  and  the  evils  which  orig* 
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inated  from,  having  loo  many  Magistrates.  He  (Mr.  C^  voDUspia 
say,  that  he  considered  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Phindsl- 
phia,  as  containing  the  only  practicable  mode  of  rendering  the  Jualices  of 
the  Peace  independent.  The  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Uaai- 
dith)  adverted  to  it,  as  being  a  novel  scheme.  It  was  not  novel  to  him, 
(Mr.  C]  but  he  was  afraid  it  might  be  novel  to  some  of  the  gentlemea 
present.  W^hat  was  wanted,  was  something  that  should  render  men  ind^ 
pendent,  and  dispose  them  to  act  honestly  and  impartially,  in  giving  their 
judgments.  As  had  been  declared,  over  and  over  again,  the  administn- 
tion  of  justice  was  of  more  importance  than  any  thing  else.  It  was  bo 
reason  why«  because  suits  were  small,  and  unimportant,  that  they  should 
be  neglected,  or  should  receive  a  secondary  consideration  only.  Then 
could  be  no  doubt  that  a  certain  class  of  our  citizens,  have  cases  coining 
before  Justices  of  the  Peace,  which  were  of  the  utmost  iniportanea.  He 
would  not  say  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  poor,  in  contra-diatinctioa 
to  the  rich,  por  that  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  would  favor  the  poor  against 
the  rich,  nor  the  rich  against  the  poor.  Bad  as  the  present  system  was, 
he  believed  that  both  suffered — that  injustice  was  often  practised  on  tht 
rich  as  well  as  the  poor.  For  the  reasons  which  he  had  aaaignedt  ht 
should  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia.  He 
considered  it  of  vital  importance  to  the  people  of  Pennsylvania,  and  he 
could  only  hope  that  it  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  remarked  that  he  was  as  anxious  as  any 
man  on  that  iioor,  to  leave  as  little  as  possible  to  the  discretion  of  the  Le- 
gislature. Wherever  we  could  fotesee  what  the  necessities  were  which  the 
people  would  require,  we  should  provide  for,  and  leave  them  nothing  mors 
to  the  Legislature  than  we  could  help.  With  that  view,  then,  and  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Bucks,  (Mr.  M'Dowfll,)  he  would  mod- 
ify his  amendment  by  adding  the  following,  to  come  in  at  the  end  of  the 
section :  "  Provided,,  That  there  shall  be  but  one  Justice  of  the  Peaee  or 
Alderman,  in  each  district  of  one  hundred  taxable  inhabitants,  unless  aih 
thorizcd  and  approved  by  a  majority  of  the  Uixable  inhabitants.*' 

The  Chair  said,  that  the  modification  could  not  now  be  received,  be* 
cause  it  was  not  in  order  to  offer  it. 

Mr.  Meredith,  of  Philadelphia,  in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  gentle* 
man  from  Crawford,  (Mr.  Siiellito,)  this  morning,  said  it  was  never  his 
intention  that  the  parties  to  a  suit  before  a  Magistrate,  should  be  relieved 
from  paying  costs.  Mr.  M.  then  modified  his  amendment,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide that  they  shall  have  no  fees  or  perquisites  of  office  to  *'  their  ownnts**. 

Mr.  Meredith  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays ;  and 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment,  it  was  de- 
cided— yeas,  24  :  nays,  80— as  follows  : 

Yka«— Meaen.  Agncw,  Ayres,  Baldwin,  Bomdnlbr,  BidJle.  Cuvj,  Chandlw,  of  Chi^ 
ter,  Cline,  Cochran,  Doran,  Earle,  Fleming,  M'Dowell,  Mereditti.  Merrill,  Porter,  <f 
NortharoptoD,  Kuaaell,  Soeger,  Serrill,  8terigore,  8teveo^  Tbomai,  Wcidmac,  denciol, 
JPr«*d«?n/— 24. 

NATt — Meitra.  Banki,  Barclay,  Bedford,  Bell.  Bonbam,  Brown,  of  NorthampM 
Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Cbambera,  Chaunci'y,  Clnrko.  of  BeaTer,  Chrk,  of  Daudiih 
CUrke,of  Indiana,  Clcavinpier,  Grain,  Crum,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darlington,  Damh,  SV' 
By,DickerBon,  Dillinger,  Donnell,  Farrelly,  Forward,  Foalkred,  Fiy.  Fuller,  Otabk 
Oearhart,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Harris,  Haatinga,  Hayhurat,  Helfienitein,  Hcnderaoii,  of  AV 
legbeny,  Uandsnon,  of  Dauphin,  Hieater,  High,  Uopkinson,  Houpt,  Hyde^  Jcaki^  Xda» 
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KenneiYy,  Kerr.  Koiii'zmachcr,  Krebs.  Maclay.Mann,  Martin,  M*Ca1l,  M'Sheny,  MerkeK 
Miller.  Mont(>omcrY,  Myers,  Nevin,  OverficM,  Pi'nny packer,  Pollock,  Pur^iance,  Rcif^art, 
R^ad.  Ritcr,  Kiltor,  RojX'  fr,  Hcllen;,  i^hocts,  iShellito,  S'lW,  Smith,  9my th,  Snively,  Stiek- 
•l,8wctland    Taggart,  Todd,  Young— 80. 

Mr.  PuRviANCE  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  so  as  to  provide  that 
there  should  be  ono  Alderman  in  each  ward. 

Mr.  Read  objected  that  the  amendment  was  not  in  order. 

The  (/iiAiR  decided  that  the  motion  could  not  now  be  received. 

Mr.  Earlk  said,  the  friends  of  nidical  reform  were  much  obliged  to  the 
l^ntlemnn  from  Union.  (Mr.  Merrill.)  for  his  susrgfestions  and  facts  in 
fkvor  of  short  terms  of  otiice.  In  Indiana  the  term  of  the  Justices  is  five 
years,  and  there  we  find  a  better  Matristracy  than  in  Pennsylvania.  The 
Magistracy  of  New  York  and  of  Ohio,  was  still  better  than  that  of  Indiana, 
and  it  was  limited  to  a  shorierterm.  In  Vermont,  where  the  Justices  were 
elerted  for  one  year,  the  system  was  perfect ;  for  the  gentleman  had  failed 
to  point  ont  asiiiirlo  defect  in  it.  His  only  objection  to  it  was,  that  some 
persons  got  a  living  by  the<e  oftices.  But,  he  supposed,  he  did  not  think 
It  inimical  for  a  Lawyer  to  do  justice. 

Mr.  Merrill  said,  the  Law  vers  and  the  Justices  were  combined  to- 
geiher.     Tiie  Jusliees  filled  up  the  blanks. 

Mr.  Earle  said,  this  was  no  more  than  the  law  allowed.  No  man  was 
compelled  to  go  to  a  L:nvyer,  unless  he  rhose.  lie  could  go  to  the  Magis- 
tnte  if  he  prcfered  it,  and  transact  his  law  business.  The  Vermont  Con- 
vention h^d  thiH  subject  under  consideration,  and  they  refused  to  change 
their  syj«iem  of  electing  the  Jn?ti<*rs  yearly — the  people  being  well  satis* 
fied  with  it.  It  was  not  true  that  short  terms  Mcre  unpopular  in  Pennsyl- 
vania. The  people  were  salisfird  with  the  old  Constitution  of  1776,  in 
this  respect,  and  wished  for  no  clian^e.  This  was  not  ono  of  the  reasons 
given  in  ilic  resolution  for  calling  the  (!^onvention  of  1790.  The  reasons 
given  for  that  Convention  were  as  follows :  •'  That  the  burdens  and  ex- 
penses of  the  preijent  form  of  Government  are  with  difTicuIty  borne,  and 
various  iubtances  occur  wherein  this  form  is  contradictory  to  tlie  Constitu- 
tion of  th;'  United  States,  which  every  member  of  the  Legislature,  and  all 
Executive  and  Judicial  ofliecrs  must  be  bound  by  oath  or  affirmation  to 
support."^  They  were  obliged  to  offer  these  reasons  for  calling  the  Con- 
vention, neither  of  which  ha;l  any  foundation.  The  people  of  Washing- 
ton, Ch!;ster,  Briiftoi,  and  Lancaster,  being  opposed  to  the  appointment  of 
Justices  for  seven  years,  procured  the  pnssage  of  speci.-d  laws,  to  enable 
them  to  elect  Justices  annually.     Many  other  townships  and  boroughs  ap- 

{)lied  to  the  Assembly,  before  the  (yonstituiion  of  1700  was  adopted,  for 
eave  to  elect  their  Justices,  or  to  have  their  Burgedscs  declaied  Justices  of 
the  Peace.  Tlic  judgment  of  the  people  of  tin?  State  was,  at  the  time 
the  Constitution  was  ch  -ng(r(l,  in  ra\or  of  elections  and  short  terms,  and 
the  ehanf^e  was  effected  by  an  act  of  usurpation.  The  objection  that  the 
number  of  elections  was  burdensome  in  Ohio,  where  there  were  fifteen  *n 
a  year,  would  not  apply  here,  because  thj  Justices  ould  be  elected  at  the 
same  time  when  some  other  election  was  held.  It  was  alleged  against 
the  Ohio  system,  that  a  man  was  murdered  and  no  .Magistrate  made  any 
effort  to  apprehend  the  murderer:  but  the  Magistrate  could  not  act  unless 
eome  person  made  a  complaint  on  oath.  The  neglect  must  have  been  on 
the  p^rtof  the  community.    But  the  same  neglect  was  manifested  here ; 
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and,  notwithstanding  the  great  number  of  our  life  Magistrates*  a  man  wlio 
committed  a  murder  within  two  miles  of  Philadelphia,  was,  by  the  moet 
culpable  neglect,  suffered  to  escape. 

Mr.  Forward  was,  he  said,  opposed  to  the  reduction  of  the  term  from 
five  to  three  years,  and  he  had  heard  no  good  argument  in  favor  of  its  re- 
ducticin  to  five  years.     We  had  heard  something  from  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  about  the  state  of  things  in  Ohio,  and  the  operation  of  short 
terms  there.     He  had  heard  from  a  person  who  had  opportunities  of  knov- 
ing  the  facts,  that  there  was  great  diffirulty  there  in  collecting  debts  in  a 
county  where  the  plaintiiT  is  not  a  resident.     This  wits  a  necessary  resuk 
of  the  system  of  electing  Justices  and  for  short  terms.     Non-resideati 
could   not    get  justice  done  them   against  residents,  because  the  Ma|[- 
istrate  looks  to  the  residents  for  his  re-election.     The  person  who  was  hit 
informant  wr.s  a  Pennsylvanian,  and  belonged  to  the  democratic  partv,  and 
he  expressed  himself  in  the  strongest  terms  against  the   system  of  short 
terms.     Was  ii  possible  that  any  cme  would  shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  tlut 
men  will   act  in  reference  to  their  own  interest.     Men  who  hold  offirei 
and  power  will  always  be  mindful  of  the  means  of  retaining  them.  They 
will  endeavour  to  secure  theit  re-election.     Again,  would  not  the  people  be 
influenced  by  the  clamor  of  a  disappointed   man  against   a   Magistrate? 
How  would  an  honest  man  be  able  to   meet  a  clamor  of  that  kind  ?    Br 
the  weight  of  his  character,  a  man  who  has  held  an  oflicc,  for  some  time, 
could  defeat  a  false  clamor  bv  his  wei<;ht  of  character,  because  he  has 
become  known  to  the  community  in  his  ofTuMal  capacity.     But  a  m:in  who 
has  held  the  office  but  for  a  short  time,  could  be  put  down  by  it.     He  be- 
lieved, the  longer  the  term  was  made,  the  better  would  the  ofli(*cr  dischar]gf 
his  duties.     He  would  prefer  a  term  of  six  or  seven  years,  which  would 
enable  at  man  to  get  a  character,  and  be  known  and  understood  among  the 
people.     The  appeals  to  the  people  by  disappointed  suitorswould  he  made, 
whether  the  terms  were  long  or  short.     How  were  the  people  to  decide  ? 
Were  tliey  to  take  the  evidence  of  a  disappointed  man,  or   were  they  to 
look  to  the  general   conduct  and  character  of  tiie  INIagistraie  ?     If  to  the 
latter,  then  they  must  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  what  his  character 
as  a  Justice  is,  by  his  conduct  through  a  long  term  oi  service.     Another 
objection  he  had  to  a  short  term.     lie  did  not  believe  ihat  the  office,  for 
the  term  of  three  years,  would  be  desirable  to  anv  one,  in  any  part  of  this 
State.     He   was  for  giving  the  otiiccr  some  value  and   respectability,  in 
order  to  induce  respectable  men  to  take  it.     The  citizens  of  Ohio,  as  had 
been  stated  in  letters  from  some  of  them,  wished  to  have  the  term  length- 
ened, because  they  found  that  the  olTicc  at  present  was  of  so  little  aceouat* 
that  responsible  and  re^fpectahle  men  could  not  be  induced  to  take  it.    It 
was  no  slight  effort  for  a  man  of  character  to  encounter  the  labors  and  tu^ 
moil  of  an  election  before  the  people,  and  few  would  do  it  without  some 
important  object.     The  people  of  this  State  were  dissatificd  with  the  mode 
of  electing  Justices   un^Jer  the  Constitution  of  177G,  but  that  was  not  a 
proof  that  it  was  an  improper  mode.     The  people  were  too  apt  to  be  dis- 
satisfied, and  to  seek  for  change.     Those   who  looked  back   twenty  or 
thirty  years  ago,  would  see  that  the   courts  of  Common   Pleas  thcnftU 
under  the  popular  odium.     What  was  the   reason  that  the  jurisdiction  rf 
the  Magistiatee  was  extended  to  one  hundred  dollars  ?     It  was  the  cxpcc* 
•ee  and  the  delays  of  the  courts  of  Common  Pleas.     These  were  (b0B 
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the  general  subject  of  complaint,  and  the  Inferior  Mngistratei  were  popu- 
lar. But  the  mind  of  the  country  \\\d  u^-Mn  chanj^ed.  All  the  good  which 
was  anticipated  had  not  arisen  from  the  measure,  »nd  some  evils  which 
were  unloj)kc(l  for  had  sprung  from  il.  They  desired  to  briJ^g  justice  to 
the  doors  of  the  people,  and  to  render  it  less  expensive.  Now,  the  people 
wen*  dissatisfie  I  wiih  the  result  of  the  me:»sure.  But  this  was  no  proof 
that  the  systom  was  a  bad  one.  No  systeni  could  !)c  a>!opted  which  would 
not  create  some  dissatisfaction.  The  power  of  appointment,  as  exercised 
by  the  Govcrncr,  was  attended  with  ^rcat  inconveuiences,  and  he  should 
vote  for  giving  it  to  the  people ;  but  it  was  not  at  all  certain,  that  hereafter 
the  elections  by  the  people  would  not  be  made  the  subject  of  great  com- 
plaint. 

Mr.  Stxvexs,  of  Adams,  said  he  should  vote  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment, and  he  hoped  it  would  prevail.  If  these  officers  are  to  be  elected 
by  the  people,  the  ofiencr  they  are  elected  the  better.     Ho  was  sorry  the 

g reposition  was  not  to  strike  out  *•  three  years",  and  insert  •*  annuadly". 
uch  a  system  would  tend  more  to  peace  and  harmony,  than  any  other. 
He  h  id  fc*ared  some  excitement,  when  it  was  proposed  to  put  Justices  in 
office  for  five  years,  which,  by  removing  them  further  from  responsibility, 
would  have  a  tendency  to  make  ihem  careless  or  corrupt.  If  elected  an- 
nually, these  Justices  would  have  no  time  to  plot  for  their  re-election ; 
but,  if  elected  for  three  or  five  years,  they  would  hi;  too  much  occupied  in 
intriguing  to  secure  their  election,  to  attend  faithfully  to  the  public  busi- 
ness. Annual  elections  would  tend  to  reduce  the  evils,  of  which  the  gen- 
tleman from  Union,  (Mr.  Merrill)  complain<t.  Every  Magistrate's 
office  would  he  a  little  c  niri,  anil  lawyers  would  r^ttend  there.  But  as 
there  would  he  no  more  lawyers  than  now,  the  only  eflect  would  he,  that 
instead  of  going  to  county  towns,  they  would  have  to  travel  to  a  Magis- 
trate's office,  and  have  a  court  at  every  five  weeks.  Lawyers  would  npt 
object,  he  presumed,  to  come  into  the  Magistrate's  office,  and  attend  to 
the  business  of  suitors,  be  lore  a  Magistrate  and  court,  equ«il  to  themselves 
in  size  and  shape,  so  that  they  could  keep  each  other  in  countenance ; 
and  if  men  of  higher  qrrado  look  down  and  disparage  these  minor  courts,  they 
ought  still  to  be  tolerated.  It  was  against  his  wish  to  vote  for  any  Judicial 
officer  being  elected  by  the  people,  but  he  should  now  vote  for  the  election 
of  Aldermen,  and  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  for  this  reason.  Out  of  the  four 
thousand  of  these,  more  than  two  thousand  were  members  of  societies,  sworn 
to  give  judgment  in  each  olher'.s  favor;  and  they  belong  to  a  class  too 
likely  to  give  heed  to  oaths  1  It  was  not  to  he  supposed  that  the  higher 
ofiic^^rs  of  the  Judiciary  wore  influenced  by  these  secret  obligations, 
— they  were  above  it.  These  societies  were  filled  with  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  therefore,  he  would  say,  let  them  go  to  the  people.  They  would 
religiously  fulfil  the  law.  This  was  the  reason  which  induced  him,  as  a 
matter  of  principle,  to  vote  for  the  annual  elections  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace;  and,  also,  as  a  matter  of  policy.  He  cared  not  how  often  these 
questions  were  ajjitated  at  the  polls.  He  hoped  they  would  be  brought 
into  every  annual  election,  into  every  township,  and  every  ward.  For 
these  reasons,  he  prefered  three  years*  term,  to  five  years  ;  and  annually, 
in  preference  to  cither  ;  and,  at  any  rate,  that  the  elections  should  be  by 
the  people. 
Mfp  PoBTCR,  of  Northampton,    congratulated    the   gentleman  from 
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AdamSt  on  having  an  opportunity  to  introduce  again  his  old  and  favonH 
topic.  It  was  so  long  since  we  nad  had  **  Jenny  dang  the  Weaver",  that 
it  was  almost  forgotten.     He  was  going  to  court,  on  the  stage,  seated  hj 

the  driver,  when  on  passing  through ,  he  saw  a  lawyer's  sign,  about 

three  feet  in  length  ;  and,  asking  the  driver  about  it,  he  told  him  that  tht 
gentleman  was  a  lawyer  r.nd  a  Judge;  when  it  was  not  one  of  his  owb 
cascb  to  be  decided,  he  sat  on  the  bench,  and  \\  hen  it  wns  one  cif  hii 
own,  he  went  down  from  the  bench  and  argued  it.  'J'he  other  day, 
(said  Mr.  P.)  when  I  went  home,  I  conversed  with  a  gentleman  fnm 
Ohio  on  the  subject,  and  he  told  me  this  system  worked  badly.  Coih 
stables  were  run  against  Justices,  and  supplanted  them ;  and  theie  w« 
not  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  Cincinnati,  who  could  write  a  declaration. 
Be  was  sorry  he  could  not  accommodate  his  friend  from  Adams,  but 
one  year  would  not  be  long  enough  to  enable  the  Constables  to  lean 
the  business. 

Mr.  Dell,  of  Chester,  would  vote  against  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Susquehanna,  because  he  was  opposed  to  the  election  of 
Justices  by  the  people ;  and  if  they  are  to  be  so  elected,  he  would 
go  for  the  longest  term.  He  would  move  to  commit  the  appointment 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  the  Governor;  and,  if  that  failed,  he  would 
endeavor  to  procure  a  term  of  seven  years,  to  be  ineligible  for  tlie  next 
seven. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Keao, 
to  reduce  the  term  to  three  years,  and  decided  in  the  neg«itive,  ai 
follows : 

TsAi— McMn,  B^ford,  Brown,  of  Nonkampton,  Brown,  of  PhiladelrbU,  Cununis* 
Corli,  Darrah,  DilUnpcr,  Doran,  £nrlc,  Fnnelly,  K.mlkrHl,  GomUe,  Gilmore,  Grenel, 
Ha-tingff.  Hayhurrt  H<''ffriihtpin,  Kiel;,  Hon  t,  Hyde,  Kcim.  Kreh»,  Mart'n,  MfUff, 
Kevin,  Ovarfield,  Read,  Ritpr,  Kittcr,  R  ger-,  Hhrllito,  Smith,  S<tf  venii,  Sti'^kcl— 36. 

Natb — Meter".  A^new,  Ayrtr.  Baldwin,  Banks,  Barclay,  Bumdollar.  Baync,  Bdl, 
Biddlr.  Boi  ham,  Carey,  ChambrrB.  Chandler,  of  Cheatrr.  ChRuncov,  Clarke,  of  Beaver, 
Cl^nrk,  of  Dauph'H,  Clarke,  of  Ind'ana,  dcnvinofcr,  Ciine,  Cochnm,  Crain.  Cram,  Dat- 
lington,  Denny,  IKrkeraun,  llonnell,  Fleming,  Foni'ard,  Fry,  FuHf-r,  Geftrhart,  Harrii, 
Hsndereon,  of  Dauphin,  HicstT,  Hopkinson,  Jenk*,  Krnntdv,  Kerr,  Konigrnacher, 
Marlay,  Mann,  M'Cail,  M'Dowcll,  M'Shcny.  Meredith,  M»»rrili,  Merkt I.  Mcnlpmneiy. 
Myers,  Pennyparkcr,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Noribninriton,  Purvionce,  Rai^iait,  Rtuail'i, 
Baeger,  Scou,  f^llera,  Snrrlll.  Schoeti,  Sill,  Smyth,  Snively,  8ieiii?ere,  SwelUnd,  T^ 
gart,  Thomaa,  Tudd»  Weidmiin,  Young,  Sergi  ant,  f  rewVewl— 70. 

Mr.  Fleming,  ofLyrominp,  moved,  as  an  amendment,  to  Rtrikc  out  all 
after  the  words  •»  Section  V'*,  and  insert  the  report  of  the  committee  ob 
the  fifth  article,  as  follows: 

"  The  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  be  chosrn  by  the  (lualified  voters  in 
surh  convenient  districts  in  each  county,  at  But*li  time  and  in  fiucli  manner, 
as  by  law  may  he  provided,  so  thai  there  nhrM  be  one  .Tiisticc  of  the  Fearr. 
in  every  such  district,  containinjr  not  Iopk  than  fifty  taxable  inliahitanl?; 
and  that  there  may  be  chosen,  as  aforrr^aid.  an  additional  Jti«tic»»  in  even' 
such  district,  for  every  one  hundred  and  tii'iy  taxable  inhabitants  in«jJ 
district,  exceeding  one  huFidred  ;  and  such  Justices  shall  hold  theiroJficci 
for  the  term  of  five  years  from  the  time  of  their  choice  a«  aforcRiid, «' 
cept  those  first  chosen  imder  this  anu -idment,  who  shall  be  clag^fd  a*  i'V 
law  may  be  provided,  and  in  «uch  minner,  ihnt  one  equal  fifth  part  d^ 
pM  Justiees  in  the  several  counties  ?hall  go  out  of  office  snnnaily  ihcje* 
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after.  The  said  Justices  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor,  and 
may  be  removed  by  the  Governor  on  conviction  of  misbehavior  in  any 
ofii(^,  or  of  any  infamous  crime,  or  on  the  address  of  the  Senate.  And 
the  said  Justices  shall  give  security  to  the  Commonwealth,  for  the  faithful 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  tlicir  ofHce,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  the 
Legislature  may  dinict*'. 

The  committee  then  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
again,  and. 

The  Convention  adjourned. 


THURSDAY,  July  0,  1837- 

SIXTH  ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole, 
on  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  I^Tr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in 
the  Chair. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Flemino,  to  amend  the  report 
of  il?c  fifth  section,  by  substituting  for  it  the  following : 

••  The  Justices  of  the  Peace  shall  he  chosen  by  the  qii-olified  voters  in 
BQch  convenient  districts  in  each  cxiunty,  at  sucli  time,  Hnd  in  such  man- 
ner, as  by  law  may  be  provided,  so  that  there  shall  be  one  Justice  of  the 
Peace  in  every  such  district,  containing  not  Irss  tlian  fifty  taxable  inhabit- 
ants, and  tliat  there  may  be  chosen  as  aforesaid  an  additional  Justice  in 
every  such  district,  for  every  one  liundred  and  fifty  taxnble  inhabitants  in 
aaid  district,  exceeding  one  hundred  ;  and  such  Justices  shall  hold  tlieir 
offices  for  the  term  of  fiva  years  from  the  time  of  their  clioicc  as  afore- 
•aid,  except  those  first  choeen  under  this  amendment,  who  shall  be  classed 
aa  by  law  may  be  provided,  and  in  si'ch  manner,  th^it  one  equal  fifth  pari 
of  the  said  Justices  in  the  Fcvenil  counties  shall  go  out  of  oflice  annually 
thereafter.  The  t<aid  Justices  shnll  be  commissioned  by  the  (governor, 
and  ninv  be  rcmovr<l  l.v  the  Governor  on  ironviction  of  misbehavior  in 
any  ofiiee,  or  of  any  infamous  crime,  or  or»  the  aiidrcas  of  the  Senate. — 
And  the  mid  Jurticea  shall  give  security  to  the  Commonwealth,  for  the 
faithful  discharge  of  the  diitifs  of  their  ollUc,  in  such  form  and  manner  as 
ihp  T-egisinlnre  may  diritn'". 

Mr.  Stkriceri:  liioughl  the  simendmrut  did  not  test  ilic  principle ;  and 
»«  he  desired  to  vote  upon  \\  he  wouhl  move  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
ptriking  out  all  aft-r  \hv  firsr  won!,  *Mht''%  i'i:d  inserting  :is  follows: 

•*  Govrrr.or  i-huiL  iy  end  :r/fh  the  ailvici  a/id  costhcul  rf  the  Smutty 
Jippoint  JuKtic<!^  of  ihe  Vo^^vc  in  such  ci.nvcnii'u:  districts  In  each  county, 
aa  are  or  shall  he  t-;  uibii*''>.<  li  by  l;iv»,  >/t*/  ^;  tj\eeii  one  i,i  each  tovusship^ 
h^-roi/i;,h,  or  c/.-^'/iV/.  vn/vss  a  frreattr  iHiinf/tr  ie  allowed  by  law ;  :ind 
:dl  Aldermen,  and  .Soiuries  !*uhli<%  slmll  l>ri  co«imi«siotied  y*  rjive  yearti^ 
but  ahall  Ik*  removed  on  K'Taiiriiuu  of  mif behavior  in  oirife,.or  of  any  in- 
fjmons  cfime,  or  on  the  luiiln-ss  of  boilt  luanchefi  of  the  Ii6gisliiture.— - 
Theluitt  a/fpointed  Juittue  of  the  Peace,  commissioned  Icfcre  the ftrnt 
ilay  of  Jprll,  or.c  thfjU9una  il^hi  hundred  and  thirty^stvm,  in  each 
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tow^ihip  and  borough  in  the  Sfaie^  Bhall  hold  his  rffice  three  yeanfrcm 
the  Jim  day  of  ^pril  next,  andvo  longer;  and  all  other  Justices  of  Iki 
Peace,  Jjlaermen,  and  Notaries  Pablic.  ^ hall  hold  their  cfficet  two  ytw% 
from  the  first  day  of  J^prit  nextn  a*  d  no  longer  ;  and  no  Jus'ice  of  thi 
Peace  hlall  he  a/pcinftd  in  ai  y  toum^hip,  Lorovgh,  or  trord,  as  afort' 
said,  unless  the  number  therein  shall  be  ler.s  than  is  allowed  herein,  sf 
by  law  ;  or  they  shall  be  reduced  below  such  number  by  death,  resijn9- 
tton,  removal,  or  uthc  wise^\ 

Mr.  Fleming  modifietl  his  nmcndmcnc  in  the  sixth  line,  by  8tnkin§r  om 
the  words  *'  one  hundred  and  fifiv**,  and  inseriing  the  words  **  two  hon- 
dred". 

Mr.  Sterigere  said  he  had  risen  to  offer  this  amendment  before,  and 
had  requested  the  gentleman  from  Chester  to  adopt  tliitf  principle.  If  be 
had  done  so,  and  thus  taken  the  fenso  of  the  commitiee  on  the  principle, 
he  (Mr.  8.)  would  not  now  have  offered  the  amenJment.  It  appeared  to 
be  the  intention  not  to  send  these  appointments  to  the  Governor.  The 
maj»riiy  seemed  t)  be  in  JMVor  of  the  clecticm  of  Jiictices  «)f  the  Pearc 
by  the  peojile.  If  the  committee  would  not  adopt  his  proposition,  then 
he  would  go  for  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Lycoming.  He  wished  it  to 
be  settled  now.  that  those  nppointinonts  wre  not  to  be  vested  in  the  Go- 
vernor, or  in  tlie  Governor,  hy  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  S^ 
nate.  He  had  examined  the  returns  of  the  laxahle  inhahitarts.  The  list 
of  borougiis  and  townships  were  about  two  thousand,  and  there  are  not 
more  Ju«uces  of  the  Peace,  unless  the  p(:pu!ation  in  every  township  or 
bovough  was  so  large  as  to  require  more,  and  the  I#rgi.slaturc  had  authoii- 
xcd  more.  One  wa«  generally  sufTcient.  The  principle  of  the  five  year 
term  seemed  to  iiave  beiMi  estahlislu^d  by  a  solemn  decision.  He  regarded 
this  branch  of  the  Judiciary  as  respectable  and  importnnt,  and  the  amend- 
ment, going  to  turn  out  so  many,  ought  to  create  nlann.  Therefore 
his  amendment  proposed  that  they  gradually  go  out.  He  would  be  satiti- 
fied  with  the  decision  of  the  committee,  if  it  should  be  against  him.  He 
asked  fr  a  decisitm  of  the  question,  so  as  to  have  the  vote  Uiken  on  so 
much  as  ends  with  the  word  ^*  Legislature'*,  and  requested  that  tiie  ques- 
tion be  taken  bv  yeas  and  navs,  which  were  nnlercd. 

Mr.  Flf.mino  wished  to  make  a  word  of  explanation  on  his  modifica- 
tion.    He  found,  in  reference  to  tiic  returns  of  laxables,  that  the  number 
of  townships,  wanis,  and  boroughs,  was  one  thousand  and  nine,  andnnt 
two  thousand,  as  the  gentleman  Irom  Montgomery  had  assumed.     E^tht 
district  contnining  not  less  tiian  fifty  taxable  inhabitants,  as  the  pmvisinn 
runs,  would  have  one   Justice.     There   are  but  twenty-seven  district* 
with  not  less  than  fil\y  taxable  inha!:itants,  but  less  than  one  hundred  and 
fifty;  so  that  deducting  these  twenty-seven  from  the  one  thousand  and 
nine,  it  would  leave  nine  hundred  and  eighty-two  Justices.     The  amend- 
ment went  to  provide  ifjai  there  should  be  an  additional  Justice  in  ererr 
iuch  district,  polling  one  hundred  and  fifty  taxahles  in  said  district,  exceeding 
one  hundred.   According  to  thnt.  the  residue  of  the  taxahles,  taken  together, 
would  give  one  thousand  three  hundred  and  ninety*-one  Justices,  mskinf  > 
sum  total  of  two  thousand  three  hundred  and  seventy-three,  a  numbfr, 
which,  he  thought  too  great,  and  therefore  he  had  modified  his  amendment. 
He  had  stricken  out  one  hundred  and  fifty,  and  inserted  tvi  o  hundred* 
which  would  take  off  about  four  hundred  Justices,  leaving  aboat  two 
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thousand.  Perhaps  it  would  be  belter  to  say,  three  hundred  taxables, 
which  would  reduce  the  whole  number  of  Justices  to  about  sixteen  hun- 
dred, 'i'here  would  be  some  difficulty,  however,  attending  the  appoint- 
ment, jr  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  should  apply  for  a  township,  and  the 
township  should  be  a  district,  there  are  provisions  in  the  laws,  which 
require  two  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  some  districts ;  where  there  is  but  one, 
he  must  act  at  some  convenient  and  ^iven  place,  and  not  run  about  the 
county,  and  play  Justice  where  lie  pleases.  There  must  be  some  estab- 
lished place,  where  he  is  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  office.  That  might 
prevent  a  difficulty.  If  called  IVom  another  district,  he  might  not  be  well 
able  to  comply  with  the  l.iw.  He  must  reside  in  the  district.  To  all 
these  objections  he  hoped  to  hear  some  explanation,  and  he  would  be 
happy  to  fall  in  with  any  suggestions  which  might  be  offered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  on  the  first  division  of  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  S'lCRiGERE,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

Vkas — Mfasrs.  BalilM'in,  Beli,  BiddUs  Carey.  Chinnccy,  HopkinHon,  Ingeruoll,  Jcnks, 
M'Sherry,  Meredith,  Reig%rt,  Russell,  Jaeger,  Scott,  8erri.l,  Htcrigcre,  Sergeant,  Pren- 
dent — 17. 

Nats — MeRsrs.  Agnew,  A^'res,  Bank.s  Barclav,  Barndollar,  Baniitz,  Bayne,  Bed- 
ford, Bonham,  Drown,  of  NnrthiunptDii,  Brown,  of  Phi!ado1phi:i,  Butirr,  Chambore, 
Chandlvr,  of  ChrHter,  Clarke,  of  Beuvcr,  Clark,  of  Daupliin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana, 
CIcavingcr,  Cline,  Criin,  Cruni.  Cummin.  Curll,  Dur!iiii;ton,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickeraon, 
DiiHnger,  Donnclt,  Doran,  Dunlop,  Earlv,  Family,  Fleming,  Forward,  Fry,  Fuller, 
Oamblo.  Gctrhirl,  Gilinrircs,  Grcn.'il,  Harris  H  .stii^i,  Hiyhurjit,  Hclflfenstein,  Ilindcr- 
si>n,  of  Allegheny.  Hic^l•^^  Hitjii,  Houpt.  Hyde,  Kcim.  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Krobn,  Maclny, 
Martin,  M'Call,  M'Dowell,  Merrill,  Mcrkel,  Miilrr,  Montgomery,  Myers,  .\evin.  Ovei- 
firlcl,  Pennvpacker,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purviancc,  Read,  Riter,  Ritter, 
Rogers.  Sellens,  Schcetx,  ^Shellit ),  Sill,  Smith,  Smyth,  Snively*  Stevens,  Stickel,  Swet- 
land,  Taggart,  Thomas,  Todd,  Weidman,  Youiig---88, 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  second  division  of  the  amendment, 
whicli  was  also  decided  in  the  nefiratiye. 

Mr.  Darlington  moved  to  nmend  the  amendment,  by  striking  out  the 
lection,  and  insertin;T  the  follow inir :  *»  Such  convenient  number  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace  ^hall  be  elected  in  each  district,  &c.,  as  is  or  shall 
be  established  by  law ;  that  they  sh:dl  hold  their  olHces  for  five  years,  if 
they  shall  so  Ion:;  behave  themselves  well;  but  shall  be  removed  for  mis- 
behavior in  oflice,  or  on  conviction  of  any  infamous  crime,  or  on  address 
of  both  Mouses  of  the  Legislature*'. 

Mr.  Darlington  explained  his  reasons  for  ofTrrins^  this  amendment. 
From  the  very  decisive  viUe  taken  on  the  question  submited  on  the  other 
day,  and  again  tl*is  morning:,  he  took  it  as  determined,  that  no  appointment 
of  Justices  should  be  hereafter  made,  either  by  the  G'>vernor  al.tne,  or 
bv  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  so  that  other  means  of 
appointing  Justices  of  the  Peace  must  ba  provided.  Any  vote  o:i  thin 
question  he  should  give  with  reluct  lUce,  but  he  would  take  what  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  least  evil,  and,  he  had  therefore  brought  forward  this  pro- 
position, that  the  IiCirislature  should  have  the  duty  of  making  a  provision 
for  the  number  and  arrdnffemcnt  of  Justices  of  the  Peace.  If  ho  was  not 
mistaken,  this  proposition  would  meet  with  rather  mora  favor  than  his  for- 
mer amen^lment.  He  hoped  a  majority  would  be  found  to  adopt  it.  He 
did  not  like  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Lycoming,  (Mr.  Flxm- 
IHO,)  which  limited  the  number  of  Justices  according  to  townshipSv  waids 
and  boroughs.    He  believed  the  amount  of  business  in  a  district  jid  not 
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depend  so  n.uch  on  the  number  of  the  population,  as  its  chancier,    h 
Somerset,  where  there  were  but  two  representatives  in  the  Legislatnic, 
there   was  more  business  brought  before  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  ihan 
in  Chester  which  had  four  representatives.     In   AUen^heny  he   believed 
there  was  more  business  of  this  kind  than  in  Lancaster.     This  chaiader 
of  business  could  not  depend  on  the  amount  of  population,  for  various  rea- 
sons.    He  did  not  think  any  specific  number  of  taxables  could  be  taken 
as  a  proper  basis ;    neither  fifty«  nor  one  hundred    and  fifty*    nor  tvo 
hundred,    could   be  sufficiGnt   in    pioportion    to  the   number  of  Justi- 
ces   required,    neither    would    the    limiting  of   one    Justice    to    each 
township  be    satisfactory.     A   harder  duty  could    not  be    inflicted  oa 
some  town8hi|).s  than  to  require  such  election— a  greater   injury  oooU 
not   be   inflictud    on   them.     He  did    not  agree    in   the    denunciatiosi 
which  had  bron  tlirown  out,  agiiinst  Justices  of  the  Peace.     He  beliersi 
tliey  are  ;rniernlly   respectable.     The  appointments,   taking   them  as  a 
body,  have  given  sitisfactinn  ;  they  nre  as  honest  and  upright  as  any  mss 
in  the  country.     Thoy  had  been  found  competent  to  perform  all  the  duties 
before,  and  ^ince  the  arrangement  of  the  districts  in  1802,  and  lie  did  not 
know  any  car.se  of  complaint.     It  would  he  simple  and  easy,  for  the  Le- 
gislature to  fix  two  or  three  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  a  district,  and,  through 
the  mcdmm  of  the  local  authorities,  to  say  how  they  should  be  divided, 
and  in  proc(*ss  of  time  they  miirht  bcchangei!  at  the  desire,  and  at  theie- 
quest  of  the  people.  If  any  gentleman  would  suggest  a  more  suitable  pio* 
position,  ho  would  be  glad  to  hear  it ;  what  he  mainly  wished  was,  to  avoid 
tlie  appointing  of  Justices  according  to  the   number  of  taxables,  which 
was  wrong ;  and  the  giving  of  one  to  each  township,  which  he  rcganled 
as  equally  wrong.     His  amendment  contemplates  tlie  election  of  such  a 
number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  as   shall   be  provided  by  law,   for  the 
term  of  tivo  years.     He  had  no  particular  preference  for  five  years,  but, 
as  there  had  been  a  decided  vole  in  favor  of  that  term,  he  had  inserted  it 
He  would  prefer  seven  years,   but  would  not  move  that  term,     if  anr 
other  gentlemen  would  move  tiiat  term,  he  (Mr.  I).)  would  vote  for  it. 
The  words  in  the  latter  part  of  his  amendment,  were  retained  from  the 
old  Constitution.     There  was  no  reason  for  chiuige,  if  no  fault  was  found 
with  the  provision.     He  had  not  introduced  Aldermen,  because  they  were 
principally  creatures  of  law,  not  known  to  the  Coiuititution. 

Mr.  AoNisw  said,  that  the  amendment  proposed  by  tlie  delegate  from 
Chester  appeared  to  meet  his  views  of  the  subject  better  than  the  pretioni 
propositions,  although  there  were  some  of  its  features  he  did  not  like.  But 
tlierc  was  a  great  principle  contained  in  :ill  of  tlic  propositions  upon  which 
he  desired  to  express  liis  opinions,  an.l  claimed  the  indulgence  of  theeom* 
raittee  while  he  did  so.     The  amendment  proposed  a  cliange  in  the  inode 
of  appointing  Justices  of  the  Peace,  by  giving  their  election  to  tlic  people 
of  their  respective  districts.     The  principle  contained  in  this,  was  the 
election  of  Judicial  oHicers.     This  was  so  much  opposed  to  the  prioci* 
pies   which  he  thought  should  govern   the  organization    of   the  judi* 
cial  departments  generally,  that  he  felt  it  incumbcui  upon  him  to  give  tho«e 
reasons  which  would  induce  him,  to  part  from  principles,  acknowIedgc<i 
to  be  generally  correct. 

He  could  uot  join  with  those  who  attacked  the  whole  body  of  Jofticei 
of  the  Peaee»  as  men  as  well  as  officers,  in  sweeping  charges  of  veiuli? 
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•nd  incapacity ;  nor  could  he,  on  the  other  hand,  agree  with  others  who 
claimed  for  their  respective  counties  a  total  exemption  of  that  body  of 
men,  from  any  obnoxious  charge.  He  knew  many  honest,  honorable,  and 
capable  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  and  he  also  knew  some,  who  were  neither 
honest  nor  capable.  But  he  did  not  propose  treating  the  question  upon 
such  grounds.  He  had  viewed  the  subject  as  an  organized  system,  and 
with  regard  to  its  general  practical  results,  so  far  as  it  had  been  subjected 
to  the  test  of  experience,  which  alone  could  establish  the  peifection  orim* 
perfection  of  any  institution.  lie  could  not  deny  that  the  theory  of  the 
present  (Constitution  was  one  which  recommended  itself  much,  by  its 
plausibility  and  apparent  simplicity  ;  but  the  reasons  which  influenced  his 
mind  were  founded  upon  its  practical  results.  With  regard  to  these  prac- 
tical results  he  had  in  view  not  only  the  primitive  Constitution  of  this  de- 
partment, but,  also,  the  superstructure  which  had  been  erected  upon  that 
Constitutional  foundation  by  subsequent  legislation,  which  enlarged  their 
character  as  conservators  of  the  peace,  to  that  of  Judicial  officers,  in  con- 
troversies not  exceeding  the  sum  of  one  hundred  dollars.  The  whole 
formed  a  system  with  which,  he  presumed,  it  would  be  inconvenient,  and 
the  people  would  be  unwilling,  to  dispense.  The  first  object  of  enquiry. 
he  thought,  wan  the  evils  of  the  system,  if  any,  and  then  the  remedy. 
The  evils  of  the  system,  as  they  struck  him,  grew  out  of  two  features— 
fiTst,  the  manner  of  appointment ;  and,  second,  the  tenure  of  office.  In 
relation  to  the  mode  of  appointment,  the  evils  were  two-fold— those  which 
regarded  the  appointing  power,  and  those  which  had  respect  to  the  people. 
What  is  the  great  enquiry  to  be  made  in  every  appointment  to  office  ?  Is 
the  applicant  honest  ?  Is  he  capable  ?  By  the  present  mode,  the  Gover- 
nor, who  resides  at  the  scat  of  Government,  appoints.  According  to  the 
theory  of  the  Constitution,  the  Governor  is  supposed  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  several  portions  of  the  State,  and  with  the  principal  inhabitants 
of  these  portions,  and  thus  to  be  able  to  make  good  selections.  This 
theory  might  do  very  well  as  it  regards  the  higher  officers  of  the  govern- 
ment; but  it  cannot  be  extended  in  practice  to  Justices  of  the  Peace.  It 
is  impossible  that  the  Governor  can  act  from  any  personal  knowledge. 
What  then,  he  said,  is  the  consequence?  Why,  sir,  he  must  be  depen- 
dent on  others  for  his  infonnation.  On  whom  must  he  depend  ?  Upon 
his  political  friends,  who  are  interested  in  the  continuance  of  his  power, 
and  the  maintenance  of  their  party.  Hence,  sir,  said  he,  you  have  a  little 
band  of  partisans  in  every  county,  who  are  the  lucky  ones,  who  have  hit 
ear,  and  who  regulate  and  control  every  Hppointment,  not  out  of  regard  to 
the  interests  of  the  public,  but  for  the  perpetuation  of  the  power  of  their 

Eirty.  What  man  can  ever  expect  that  the  streams  of  justice  will  be 
ipt  clear  by  fountains  so  impure  as  these  ?  Then,  look  again,  sir,  to  the 
innuence  which  this  immense  patr«mage  exercises  over  the  Governor  him- 
self. He  is  eligible  to  rC'Clection,  and  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  he  will 
never  exercise  that  power  for  sinister  ends  ?  No:  so  long  as  the  love  of 
power  exists  in  the  human  breast,  and  so  long  as  ambition  fills  the  mind 
with  schemes  of  elevation  and  distinction,  so  long  will  it  be  found  that 
the  patronage  of  the  Governor  is  one  of  the  most  corrupting  influencee. 
It  exhibits  itself  in  the  appointment  of  political  partisans  and  favoriieSt 
as  a  reward  for  their  zeal  and  fidelity  in  his  cause.  It  exhibits  itself  in 
the  vast  bcrease  of  the  number  of  officers  beyond  that  requisite  for  the 
VOL.  m.  z3 
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public  ffood — thus  depreciating;  the  character  of  the  office,  and  incrpuiog 
ihe  inJncemems  and  means  i>f  liiijraiion ;  hecause,  every  new  Ju»ilicfl  of 
the  Peace,  amhiiious  of  the  liisiinciion  of  doiiiir  business,  is  more  apt  to 
court  than  t>  dcc'ine  it.  AY  hat  apfain,  ^ir.  said  he,  is  the  influence  of  this 
patrona^  upon  the  people  ?  It  Ite^cis  an  attachment  to  the  person  or 
ii'ime  <»f  the  cl;ief  Executive,  rather  ihan  to  any  settled  principles  of  poli- 
cy ♦  and  wells  together  the  army  of  office-holders,  derivinir  their  cnmmix- 
sioHM  from  the  s.inie  :>ource — thus  creating  combinations  of  pariizhns  and 
factions,  having  in  vi  w  no  interests  of  the  country,  hut  linked  together, 
only  for  the  pieservation  of  their  offices  and  their  power.  Here  also,  yoa 
miy  trace  the  sources  of  all  the  violence,  excitement,  bitterness,  iind  acri* 
mony.  attendant  upon  every  Governor's  election,  distracting  the  counirj, 
creating  private  feuds,  and  filling  the  remotest  corners  of  the  Common- 
wealth with  turmoils  and  tumults.  'I'his  much  fur  the  evils  of  the  svstem 
growing  out  of  the  source  of  appointment. 

The  worst  view  of  the  subject  (said  Mr.  A.)  is  that  which  relates  to  the 
tenure  ot  office.     The  evil  attendant  on  this  is  the  prac'icaf  impossibility 
of  removing  unworthy  or  unfit  men  from  (ffi/e.     Tlie  terin  of  office  is 
during  good  behavior;  but  experience  has   taught   us,  said  he,  that  this 
means  for  life ;  for,  no  matter  what  the  unfitness,  mental  or  moral,  prffr/f- 
calfy,  removal  is  an  impossibility.     It  is   tnie,  the  Constitution  proridei 
Several  modes  of  removal.     Removal  by  the  Governor  on  conviction  of 
misbehavior  in  office,  or  of  some  infamous  crime,  and    upon   address  of 
both  branches  of  the  Legislature,  and  removal  as  the  consequence  of  suc- 
cessful impeachments.     This   seems  all  well  in   theory,  and  appears  to 
Srovide  a  plausible  and  simple  mode  of  shotting  rid  of  an  unworthy  officer, 
lut  how,  sir,  is  it  in  practice  ?     If  the  inc.ipacity  arises  from  want  of  men- 
tal power  or  ignorance,  the  Justice  c;iunot  be  reached,  except  by  applica- 
tion to  the  Legislature.     Ev(>ry  man  knows  that  the  public,  in  a  case  of 
this  kind,  feel  too  little  interest  to  undortake  the  trouble  and  expense  of  a 
remedy  so  far  removed  from  them,  and  so  uncertain.     Inslirad  of  acting hy 
removal  from  office,  the  community  is  more  apt  to  go  at  once  to  the  foun- 
tain of  power,  and  to  ask  the  appuinlment  of  some  other  person  better  cal- 
culated for  their  purposes,  thus  not   removing  tite  evil  itself:  but  if  tht 
new  appointment  should  eventuate  unfortunately,  actually  supcraddini?  to 
the  evils  already  existing.     If  the  iticapaciiy  be  owing  to  a  want  of  morjl 
integrity,  it  efTects,  with  scarcely  an  exception,  only  that  part  of  the  com- 
munitVi  which  by  reastm  of  its  poverty  or  want  of  inHuence,  is  least  able 
to  seek  a  remedy,  and  thus  the  evil  still  remains  wiiiioul  correction.    The 
possessors  of  power  arc  too  cunning  to  lyranizc  over  those  who  have  the 
means  of  resistance,  and  of  bringing  them  to  punishment.     When,  «ir. 
said  he,  have  you  heard  of  impositions  upon  the  rich  and  the  powerfol? 
Never:  they  are  practised  only  upon  the  unresisting  pooi,  the  uninflueo- 
tial.     It  is  worse  than  useless  to  talk  of  the  removal  from  office,  a  thing 
which  existed  only  in  fancy  and  not  in  fact.     This,  then,  is  the  great  evfl 
of  the  present  tenure  of  office,  which  entails  upon  us  a  body  of  men  with- 
out the  power  of  purificatiim,  and  where  every  new  appointment  only  in- 
creases the  evil. 

The  system  having  been  shown  to  be  injurious  in  its  practical  rcsultSi 
and,  indeed,  generally  conceded  to  be  so  by  the  members  of  this  body* 
the  nextjnqoiry  (said  Mr.  A.)  is  the  remedy.    That  remedy  he  beiietw 
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to  consist  ia  the  election  of  Justices  by  the  citizens  of  tlic  several  town- 
ships wherein  they  exercise  their  offices,  and  the  limitation  of  their  tenure 
to  a  fixed  nnd  ccrluin  term  of  years.  The  election  by  the  people  had  all 
the  advantaces  aliendanl  on  a  knowledge  of  the  character  and  qualifica- 
tions of  the  applicant  for  office,  and  none  of  the  disadvantages  accompany- 
ing the  exercise  of  the  immense  and  overwhelming  patronage  and  power 
of  the  sysiem  of  appointment  by  the  Governor.  It  cut  up  by  the  roots  the 
condition  of  vnsjjah'jce  ;ind  foiiual  superiority  which  existed  between  the 
oflr]Ct*hnldei*s  of  the  rommonwe.dih  i:iul  the  chief  Executive.  The  limi- 
tation of  the  tenure  of  office  to  a  term  of  yeari?,  operated  as  an  inevitable 
practical  mode  of  removal  of  incapable  and  unwortliy  officers,  acting 
efficiently,  though  silently,  without  expense  or  ttoubic  to  the  community, 
and  giving  the  poor  and  uniniluential  the  power  of  correcting  their  wrongi, 
and  of  avonirincf  their  injuries  at  their  own  homes,  nnd  before  a  tribunal 
willing  to  listen  to  their  complaints,  and  to  i^rant  them  relief.  But  while 
adopting  this  system  as  worthy  to  be  proposed  as  an  amendment  to  the 
Constitution,  he  was  free  to  acknowledge  ih:it  it  was  not  so  much  on 
account  of  its  intrinsic  merits,  as  it  was  a  choice  of  the  less  obnoxious, 
between  two  detective  mode?*.  'J'herc  are,  no  doubt,  great  and  weighty 
objections  to  the  election  of  any  judicial  officer,  which  should  prevail 
against  that  mode  when  a  better  corild  be  providetl.  Whether  a  better 
mode  could  be  devised,  he  would  not  stop  to  inquire — perhaps  there 
might.  The  committee  had,  however,  shown  such  conclusive  evidence  of 
their  determination  to  adopt  the  mode  of  election,  that  he  considered  the 
question  narwwed  down  to  a  choice  between  appointuient  by  the  Gover- 
noi  and  election  by  the  people.  While,  however,  he  chose  the  latter,  he 
was  unwilling,  at-  had  been  rcmarkiHl  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  (Mr. 
Clarke,]  in  shunning  the  sunken  rocks  of  Scvlla,  to  be  dr«iwn  into  the 
Tortexof  t'nARvrnis.  If  the  Justice  of  the  Peace  must  be  made  to  look 
up  to  the  people,  over  whom  he  exercised  jurisdiction,  for  his  continuanoe 
in  office,  thus  openitig  the  door  to  bins  from  the  influence  of  the  wealthy^ 
powerful  and  inlluential,  and  thus  abridging  him  of  his  independence,  he 
could  not  consent  to  sec  his  term  of  office  contracted  so  much  :is  to  bring* 
him  constantly  within  the  atmosphere  of  those  malign  influences.  He 
never  could  consent  to  a  term  of  three  years :  he  did  not  like  five,  and 
would  nmch  prefer  seven  years.  There  wns,  he  said,  a  due  proportion  to 
be  preserved,  which,  while  it  freed  the  officer  in  the  greatest  practicable 
degree  iVom  the  conslrint  recurence  of  the  influences  arising  c»ut  of  hit 
dcpimdence  on  popnlir  iUvor  for  continuance  in  office,  and  gave  to  him  the 
advantages  of  i^xperii-Micii  and  facility  in  the  execution  of  the  duties  of  his 
office,  at  the  same  time  affiirdod  the  means  of  elTictingihe  removal  of  those 
from  office  who  were  in<'apd>le  or  unworthy,  and  secured  the  public 
against  the  evils  arising  from  a  nipid  change  of  otHcers,  and  a  loss  of 
docket^:,  papers,  and  of  that  information  which  rests  in  the  breast  of  the 
Justice  alone,  necessarily  attendant  upon  those  changes.  IjCSS  than  seven 
years,  he  did  not  consider  sufficient  to  guard  iigainst  these  evils.  His  ob- 
jection to  frequent  elections  did  not  arise  from  any  want  of  confidence  in 
the  people  to  elect  those  most  suitable  to  serve  them,  but  upon  the  iofluen^ 
ces  whi^h  they  exercised  over  the  officer  himself,  corrupting  thefountaini 
of  juf^ticc,  and  destroying  tiie  very  ciid  of  a  system  instituted  forthe  bene* 
fit  and  security  of  the  public.    Those  gentlemen  who  supported  frequency 
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of  election  on  the  ground  of  the  ability  of  the  people  to  choose  their  omi 
oiEcers,  did  not  travel  over  half  the  ground.  The  ability  of  a  people  ibr 
■elf-government  by  no  means  requires  as  a  cons^jquence  that  they  shonld,  in 
ererr  particular,  exercise  that  abiluy.  There  were  instanret  where  it 
would  be  improper,  not  for  any  defect  in  their  ability,  but  in  uie  conte^ 
qnences  flowing  from  the  exercise  of  it.  This  was  one  of  those  casei. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  committee  would  content  to  a  term  of  at 
least  seven  years. 

Mr.   Darlington  then  modified  his  amendment,  so  as  to  leave  it  is 
Usnk. 

Mr.  Fuller  considered  this  snhje<^t,  he  said,  a  very  important  one,  and 
one  that  was  intimately  connected  with  the  chief  object  and  design  of  this 
Convention.  One  of  the  evils  complained  of,  under  the  present  Consiiuh 
tion,  was  the  great  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  but  the  proposition 
of  the  gentleman  from  Chester  would  tend  to  increase  that  numlier.  He 
wished  to  diminish  it,  and  was,  therefore,  opposed  to  the  amendment.^- 
If  we  left  it  to  the  respective  townships  to  fix  the  number,  it  would  be  is 
the  power  of  a  few  influential  men  in  each  township,  by  combining  to- 
gether, to  increase  tlie  number  to  any  extent  they  pleased.  If  this  propo- 
sition  was  negatived,  he  would  offer  another  which  he  had  prepared,'  and 
whieh,  he  hoped,  would  meet  with  the  acceptance  of  the  committee.— > 
He  would  propose  that  such  a  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Alde^ 
men.  ae  the  majority  of  voters  of  each  district  should  determine  by  baUol« 
should  bechosen  for  the  term  of  five  years,  at  such  time  as  might  be  pro- 
▼idedy  sAer  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  and  every  seven  years  there- 
after. There  were  many  towns,  the  inhabitants  of  which  wanted  no  Jus- 
tices, and  the  people  should  be  the  sole  judge?  of  the  number  they  needed* 
or  whether  they  needed  any  at  all.  If  they  should  elect  more  than  they 
wanted,  they  could,  at  the  end  of  every  seven  years,  relieve  thcmselTes 
from  the  burden,  by  electing  a  smaller  number.  The  idea  had  struck 
him,  while  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  was  speaking,  that,  in  order  to  get 
throngh  this  and  the  fifth  article,  it  was  necessary  that  those  who  addressed 
the  eommittee,'  should  confine  their  remarks  to  the  subiect  immediately 
before  us.  But  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  (Mr.  Aonew;  had  gone  across 
the  line  of  the  question,  and  had  addressed  his  remarks  to  his  constitoents 
upon  the  genend  subject.  It  was  now  necessary  to  restiict  the  debate, 
because  the  weather  was  warm,  and  the  time  for  adjournment  was,  he 
believed,  fixed  in  the  minds  of  members  of  this  body.  Though  the  sub- 
ject was  an  important  one.*,  yet  the  minds  of  tlic  committee  had  been  for 
weeks,  and,  indeed,  for  months,  drawn  to  it,  and  every  gentleman,  be 
presumed,  had  made  up  his  mind  as  to  the  mode  ot  appointing  the  Justkxtfi 
and  the  term  for  which  they  f»houUl  snrve,  and  if  three  or  four  days  diseu»> 
sion  upon  it  was  not  suflicient,  a  wi!t*k  would  not  he  suJicient. '  He  hxd 
little  ooubt,  that  before  the  main  qucrition  could  he  called,  the  previooe 
question  must  be  resorted  to. 

Mr,  AoNEW  said,  his  remarks  were  strictly  applicabUr  to  the  question. 
If  be  was  not  mistaken,  the  amendment  propoiscd  the  election  of  Justirrt 
of  the  Peace,  and  that,  he  belit^ved,  broaght  into  vlow  the  inodo  of  appoint- 
niSDt,  and  the  existing  irode  of  appointJJient  was  by  the  Uov^mor,  Pid 
h#  Uwin  say  ope  word  th^t  wm  not  strlc^y  fippUcr»ble  to  the  que^tioa  7<^ 
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But  he  wanted  to  know  who  this  Solomon  wa«,  who,  in  his  wisdom,  had 
undertaken  to  set  himself  u\i  as  a  rensor  over  his  conduct. 

Mr.  TELLER  called  the  gentleman  to  order.  The  gentlemnn*s  remarkb 
had  a  personal  bearing. 

Th^  Chair  decided,  that  the  gf*nlleroan  from  Beaver  was  not  in  order. 

Mr.  Stevens  wished  to  know,  he  snid,  whether  it  was  in  order  to 
appeal  from  this  decision.  It  was  certainly  in  order,  (or  the  ^ntleman  to 
reply  to  what  had  been  said  by  the  genilenian  from  Fayette. 

Ml.  Agnew  continued.  He  was  wrong,  he  said,  in  applying  that  epi- 
thet to  the  gentleman,  and  acknowledged  that  he  was  totally  mistaken,  in 
supposing,  for  a  moment,  that  it  was  at  all  applicable  to  him;  but,  he  said, 
he  was  not  mistaken  in  believing,  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Chester,  (Mr.  Darlington)  proposed  the  election  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace  for  a  term  of  years,  and  he  believed  that  proposition  contemplated 
a  change  of  the  present  method  of  appointment  and  term  of  office,  as  well 
as  the  means  of  removal  from  rflice.  Had  he  said  one  word  which  was 
irrelevant  to  these  subjects  ?  Not  a  word.  Who,  then,  he  said,  in  this 
oommittee,  had  the  self  importance  and  confidence  of  his  own  great  wisdom, 
to  place  himself  over  the  members  as  self  created  dictator  or  censor  over 
their  minds  and  their  remarks  ?  Who  is  it  that  attempts  to  measure  other 
men's  understandings  by  his  own  obtuseness  or  obesity  of  intellect  ?  For 
his  part,  he  felt  that  the  change,  attempted  to  be  introduced  by  this  amend- 
ment, was  one  of  great  importance — no  less  than  making  a  Judirial  oflfiee 
elective — and  he  considered  it,  not  only  his  privilege,  but  his  right,  to  ex- 
press his  sentiments  in  justification  of  )iis  course,  not  only  here,  but  that 
it  might  reach  his  constituents,  who  were  the  only  judges  to  whom  he  held 
hhnself  amenable. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  would,  he  said,  respectfully  call  the  attention  of  tlie  Com- 
mittee to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chf'i«ter,  remarking  it 
deserved  much  more  attention  th-<in  the  Committee  seemed  disposed  to 
gire  it.  He  was  very  desirous  that  it  should  be  attentively  considered. 
The  fifth  section  as  reported  by  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  was  in 
these  words  :  **  Jii<;tice«i  of  tlie  l^eacc  aud  Aldermen  shall  be  elected  in 
the  several  waids,  l>oroughs,  and  townships,  for  a  teim  of  five  years".  It 
was  manifest  that  there  wiis  something  v/anting  in  the  section.  There 
was  some  defect  in  it.  Theie  was  nothing  said  about  a  competent  number, 
or  convenient  districts,  in  the  trnure  of  otficr,  or  the  nirans  of  removal. 
True,  it  was  provided,  in  another  section,  that,  with  oth»  r  civil  officers, 
ihey  might  be  imfK-ached.  But  the  propos^ition  of  the  (-ommittee  was 
wantinii:  in  other  rssential  parliiijlars.  The  Constitution  eays  the  Gover- 
nor shall  appoint  a  romj>etcnt  iisiruhei  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  in  snch 
convenient  districts,  in  encli  county,  as  arc,  or  shall  be  directed  by  law, 
Arc.  Most  certainly  some  provisions  of  the  .same  kind  were  nccri^sarv  to 
the  proposition  of  the  j[;iMJtl»'m:.n  from  Swscpichanns.  The  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  frnni  Chester  wns  jfrc.iily  pn  fcrahle  to  tlir  report,  because 
it  adhered  to  tlie  provisions  i\!)dl:iiiL''uat;i' of  tlie  Cimsiitution.  All  the  pro- 
visions of  tht!  Constilution  on  this  cuhject,  not  appertainhig  to  the  mode 
of  election,  ought  to  hi?  prcretvod.  All  th^;  phra^eolocry  of  tlie  Con^titu* 
tion  ouifht  to  be  prC'^orvei),  whoa  it  could  be  t^oiisiHtently  with  the  ehangoa 
iVt  were  m^  v^  ip<  i^rovi^^ioni?,  because  itK  latigu:)(^«)  wm^  then  well  sett 
llfitf  M  well  understood,    Nothing  *bo«W  he  W(\  w  Qouject^jre:    F#?*ry 
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thing  ehould  be  clearly  laid  down.  The  Justices  ouglit  to  be  comnis* 
sioned,  and  if  they  were  not,  where  would  be  the  evidence  of  their  having 
a  right  t<i  ofliciate  in  the  capacity  of  Justice.  If  the  certificate  nf  the  return 
Judge  was  to  supply  the  pir.ce  of  a  coinniissir.n,  it  ought  to  be  so  staieJ. 
The  geniloman  fmm  Susquehanna  had  pro\ided,  in  roff  nncc  to  ihe  Sher- 
iff and  ( -oroner,  that  the  certificate  of  their  election,  hy  the  ictum  Judges, 
shouhl  confer  upon  lh*in  nil  the  j)owers  lierctofore  confercd  im  them,  by 
the  conimissjions  issued  hy  the  (lovcrnor.  Tlic  sr.mc,  or  some  other  pro- 
vitfioii  should  he  nindi?  for  atccr'nininir  ulirthrra  Justice  of  the  Peace  W3« 
qualifii  d  to  act.  Ho  ::sked  wheiher  the  report  was  not  too  meagre,  atid 
whethi-r  it  did  not  want  eoine  amendmonl.  before  we  <rave  itouriinal  sanc- 
tion. AVe  ougijt  to  form  tlie  election  of  the  Justice;?  in  convenient  dis- 
tricts, and  form  some  means  of  shewiniT  lliat  tliey  have  arisflit  to  execuus 
their  fnnciionsii.  Uniil  he  had  looked  at  tiiis  suhject  attentively,  he  felt  dispo- 
sed to  vote  down  the  auiendment  of  tin?  gentleman  from  iVhcster :  hut  he 
found  tiiut  it  contained  all  the  principles  of  the  report,  and  preser^'ed  the 
Constitutional  Innguagc,  We  knew  what  construction  had  been  put  on 
the  bnguajre  of  the  Constitution,  and  iiow  it  had  been  understood  for  half 
aceuiury.  and,  therefore,  it  would  he  improper  to  detract  from  it  unneces- 
sarily. The  amendment,  while  it  preserved  the  distinguishing  feature  of 
elections  of  Jublicea  hy  the  pt-ople,  provided  for  the  evidence  of  appoint- 
ment, and  for  the  election  of  Justices  in  c<<nvenient  disiiirlzF,  and  wa«, 
therefore,  preferable  to  the  report.  In  regaid  to  the  principle  of  elections, 
as  a  substitute  for  the  pres(Mit  mode  of  ai)poiutment,  he  should  express 
himself  at  another  time. 

Mr.  Fleming  said,  that  the   gentleman  Iiad  made  an  able  argument  in 
favor  of  his  proposition,  though  he  had  not  noticed  the  proposition.     This 
amendment  in  fact,  had  all  the  merits  which  the  gentleman  from  Franklin 
claimed  for  the  amendment  of  lh(i  gentleman  from  Che>ler — which  he  said 
WAS  defective,  iuiismuch  as  it  did  not  limit  the  number  of  Justices,  but  left 
it  with  the  Lej^islature  to  direct  the  eleciion  of  as  many  tis  they  pleased.— 
It  was  for  the  credit  and  reputation  of  the  body,  that  their  number  should 
be  limited  in  some  way.     Tin?  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester 
did  not,  in  effect,  var^'  the  old  CcMistituium,  except  as  to  the  mode  of  ap- 
pointing   the    Justices.        The   amoiidmcMst   provides  **  that   surh  ron- 
vcnienl  number  of  Justices  of  the  Pence,  ^hall  be  dected  in  each  district, 
&c.,  as  is  or  shall  he  establislied  hv  law  ;    that  thev  shall  h<dd  their  ofll- 
ces  for  five  years?,  if  they  shall  S(»  long  beliave  ihem»'lves  well ;  but  shall 
be  removed  for  mishchavior  in  onii".',  or  on  convicti'ju  of  any  infamous 
crimes,  or  on  address  of  hoth  hou-'cs  of  the  Legishiture".      The  present 
Constitution  provides,  thul  **lhn  Governor  shall  a;)point  a  compcttMitmim- 
ber  of  Ju8ti<xs  of  the  Teare,  in  such  c(unenicnt  districts   in  t!:irh  eountyi 
as  are  or  shall  be  directed  by  law :  they  shall  be  commistioncd  durinijgood 
behavior,  hut  may  be  lemovdd  on  conviction  of  mishchnviour  in  ofliet,  or 
of  any  infamous  crime,  or  on  the  addrr&s  of  both  houses  of  tfie  Legisls' 
ture".     The  only  difference  between  the  two,  was  the  mcide  of  ap|»oini- 
nicnt.     The  evils  complained  of,  under  the  present  system,  would  n!>tte 
cured  by  this  change,  for  it  placed  no  limit  on  the  number  of  Justices  to 
be  elected  in  eaeii  district.     He  was  anxious  to  incorporate  in  the  ConsU* 
tution,  the  principle  that  there  shall  be  a  limitiition  to  the  number  of  officcta. 
and  he  woidd  fall  in  with  any  plan  which  might  be  suggested  for  this  \^^^ 
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pose.  The  first  clause  of  his  own  amendmeut  did  not  difTcr  from  the  amendt* 
nient  of  the  ^entleiuau  frnm  Chester,  and  tlie  report.  It  provided  that  the 
Justice^)  of  the  Peace  ishouUl  be  chosen  hy  the  qualified  voters  in  such  con- 
venient  districts  in  each  county,  at  such  time,  and  in  such  manner,  as  by 
law  may  be  provided  ;  it  then  provides  tliat  there  shall  he  one  Justice  of 
the  Pence  in  every  such  district,  containinir  not  less  than  fifty  taxable  in- 
habitants; next  it  provides,  that  there  may  be  ciiost^n  an  additional  Justice 
in  every  such  diatiict,  for  every  one  hundred  and  tifty  taxable  inhabitants* 
in  said  district,  exceeding  one  hundred.  'J'here  could  therefore,  be  but 
one  Justice  of  the  Pe.ice  in  a  district  which  does  not  contain  more  than  two 
hundred  taxable  inhabitants.  The  experience  of  the  committee  would 
satisfy  them,  that  one  Justice  could  perform  all  the  duties  of  that  office 
for  three  hundred  individuals.  It  might  be  said  that  this  proposition  com- 
pelled the  citizens  to  make  an  election  of  Justices,  whether  they  wanted 
them  or  not:  but  it  did  not  c. impel  them  to  elect  more  than  one  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  unless  they  found  it  necessary  for  their  own  convenience.— 
This  amendment  provideJ  there  *'  may  be  chosen"  an  additional  number* 
but  did  not  make  it  compulsory  on  the  citizens  to  choose  more  than  one. 
The  present  number  far  exceeded  the  number  which  his  proposition  would 
give.  Why  sliould  not  this  limitation  be  incorporated  in  the  Constitution? 
The  proposition  did  not  compel  the  citizens  to  elect  three  or  four  Justices 
for  every  thousand  taxables.  It  left  it  to  their  choice  to  have  more  tlian 
one  or  not,  but  it  prevented  them  from  electing  more  than  a  fixed  immber. 
There  would  be  no  diOiculty  in  carrying  out  this  plan.  This  amendment 
next  provided,  that  the  Justices  thus  appointed,  should  *Miold  their  oliices  for 
ihe  term  of  five  years,  from  the  time  of  their  choice  as  aforesaid".  The  next 
clause  from  the  word  ** except''  to  the  word  **  thereafter",  inclusive,  he 
would,  at  the  sugirestion  of  a  gentleman  near  him,  strike  out.  He  now 
modified  the  amendmeut  by  omiting  that  clause,  because  that  principle 
could  be  better  carried  out  in  the  schedule  hereafter,  and  might  embarrass 
the  propo^iition.  He  had  also  provided,  that  the  **said  Justices  shall  be 
commissioned  by  the  Governor".  This  was  undoubtedly  the  best  mode 
of  providing  the  necessary  evidence  of  the  election  and  qualitication  of  the 
officers,  'rhc  amendment  further  provided,  that  these  Justices  '^  may  be 
removed  hy  the  Governor  on  conticlicni  of  misbehavior  in  any  office,  or 
of  any  infamous  crime,  or  on  the  address  of  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  said 
Justices  shall  give  security  to  the  Commonwealth  for  the  faitliful  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  their  oOice,  in  such  form  and  manner,  as  the  Legislature 
may  direct".  The  provisions  carried  out  the  principles  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gcnilcman  from  Chester,  and  would  limit  the  number  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  thereby  relieving  the  people  from  their  present  em- 
barrassment on  this  subject.  It  provides  for  the  election  of  the  Justices  by 
the  people ;  it  fixed  the  term  of  service ;  it  limited  the  number  of  the  Ju9ti* 
tices ;  and  it  provided  for  the  evidence  of  their  authority  to  execute  their 
office;  and  for  ths  m-^ans  of  t'leir  removal.  If  the  com:nittee  were  in  fa- 
vor of  lixing  a  limitation  to  the  number  of  Justices,  they  would  adopt  this 
amendment;  unless  some  better  and  more  certain  mode  could  be  found  for 
efTecting  that  obje;;t.  If  any  better  rule  should  be  offered,  hereaftei,  he 
would  cheerfully  go  for  it.  He  knew  of  no  nUc  by  which  to  fix  a  data, 
unless  it  was  the  number  of  taxable  inhabitants.  He  knew  of  no  other 
mle  by  which  the  community  could  be  go?erned»  except  this,  and  it  was  m 
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known,  plain,  and  simple  rule,  in  relation  to  whicli,  there  could  be  ne 
difficulty.  The  amendment  would  also  prevent  districts  from  being  cot  im 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  ma 
would  obviate  all  the  difficulty  at  present  complained  of,  of  the  vast  number 
of  these  officers.  As  the  provision,  in  his  opinion,  was  well  calculated  M 
relieve  the  community  from  many  of  the  evils  under  which  it  is  now  la- 
boring in  relation  to  the  great  number  of  Magistrates  appointed,  he  hoped 
it  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  called  for  the  reading  of  the  proposed 
amendment,  and  the  amendment  thereto  ;  which  being  done,  he  proceeded 
to  say,  that  he  was  anxious  that  the  delegates  would  keep  in  mind  the  bosi* 
ness  for  which  we  had  assembled.     Our  business  here  is  to  setdc  thegreit 
and  fundamental  principles  of  Government,  not  to  legislate  and  prescribe 
details :  that  would  be  an  interminable  work.     There  is  a  vast  difierenoe 
between  the  duties  of  a  Convention  and  the  ordinances  to  be  passed  by 
them,  and  ordinary-  legislation.     The  doings  of  the  one  were  to  last  for 
years,  and  to  bind  imborn  thousands ;  they  were  not  to  be  easily  or  ligfady 
changed.     The  doings  of  the  other,  if  found  not  to  answer  the  purpose  in- 
tended, could  be  changed,  aitcred  or  repealed.     Hence,  we  could  only  set- 
tle principles,  anJ  declare  them  by  general  provisions ;  and   for  this  rea- 
son, unless  something  better  were  brought  in  view,  he  should  prefer  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment,  to  the  amendment  itself,    althourii  be 
thought  something  more  appropriate  than  either  might  be  had.     Indepeii- 
dent  of  the  objection  stated,  which,  in  his  judgment,  was  insuperable,  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  deleg-ate  from  Lycoming,  (Mr.  Fleming,}  wsi 
objectitmable  in  its   details  ;  it  proposed  to  give  an  additional   Justice  or 
Alderman  for  each  fifty  taxable  inhabitants.     In  the  city  of  Philadelphia 
there  were  tifteen  Aldermen— one  lor  each  ward.     Tlie  smallest  ward  had 
four  hundred  and  ninety-two,  the  largest,  one  thousand,  three  hundred  and 
three  taxables.     The  taxablos  of  the  whole  city  exceed  fourteen  thousand, 
and  this  would  give  seventy  odd  Alderman  to  the  city — upwanls  of  four  to 
each  ward— w lien  not  more  than  half  the  existing  Aldermen  did  business 
enough  to  induce  them  to  keep  offices  open.     Arain,  Pittsburg  and  its  en- 
virons, had  nearly  live  thousand  taxables,  and  1  ask  the  genUeman  from 
Allegheny,  if  they  need  twenty-five  Aldermen  or  Justices  ?     fMr.  Fot- 
WARD  here  shook  his  head.]     Lancaster  city  has  one  thousaadi  six  hun- 
dred and  forty-seven  taxables ;  Rending,  one  thousand,  two  hundred  and 
seventeen,  and  Caston,  one  thousand,  one  hundted  and  twenty -three.    The 
people  of  those  places  had  no  idea  of  such  a  host  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  be- 
ing saddled  on  them.     The  townships  of  the  Commonwealth  varied  fron 
fifiiy  to  six  hundred  or  eight  hundred  tnxables :  these  may  be  scattered 
over  a  considerable  district  of  country ;  and  in  the  townships  where  thi 
population  is  sparse,  they  will  need,  for  the  convenience  of  the  inhabitaaif, 
mora  Justices  in  proportion  to  the  population,  than  where  it  is  dense.— 
The  rauo  in  most  of  the  townships  would  be  too  low— *in  none  too  higb; 
it  would  moretlian  double  the  Justices  and  Aldermen  in  the  populous  di*' 
tricta.     But  we  cannot  legislate  in  these  details ;  we  should  only  lay  dowi 
genera]  rules,  to  be  carried  out  by  legislation. 

I  have  (said  Mr.  P.)  been  struck  with  tlie  course  of  argument  pursued   ^ 
in  tliis  Convention,  and  the  utter  want  of  confidence  evinced  by  many  dsl- 
egaies  in  every  body,  and  in  e  very  department  of  Government.  W  ben  w$  bsl 
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the  finbject  of  imp^schmcnt  up«  many  gentleman  were  afraid  to  trust  the 
Senate  as  triers,  lest  they  should  not  be  honest  and  faithful.  Next  the  Le* 
gislative  department  came  in  review,  and  many  gentlemen  expressed  their 
great  apprehensions  of  the  corruption  of  that  body,  and  were  unwilling  to 
trust  them  with  power.  Then  came  on  the  article  relative  to  the  Execu- 
tive, and  fearing  to  trust  him,  you  stripped  him  of  every  appointment,  except 
that  of  his  own  Secretary :  and,  in  regard  to  the  Judicial  officers,  directed 
that  they  should  only  be  appointed  with  the  concureuce  of  the  very  Senate 
which  was  so  much  feared  and  dreaded.  When  we  determined  to  give 
the  election  of  county  officers  to  the  people,  a  number  of  gentlemen  feared 
to  trust  them,  and  were  for  restraining  them  in  reposing  their  confidence, 
for  fear  they  might  be  cheated  or  corrupted.  Foi  the  last  few  days,  we 
have  had  the  poor  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  hand,  and  if  the  charges  and  de- 
nunciations of  some  gentlemen  are  to  be  credited,  a  greater  set  of  rogues 
and  villains  are  not  unhung.  In  a  few  days  we  shall  have  the  Judges  in 
tow,  and  if  I  mistake  not  the  signs  of  the  times,  they  are  fated  to  almost 
an  equal  amount  of  denunciation. 

I  ask  the  members  of  this  body  to  pause — to  ponder  over  these  things. 
Is  not  this  course  of  denunciation  calculated  to  undermine  our  republican 
institutions,  by  destroying  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  integrity  of 
all  public  servants  ?  Is  it  not  the  very  course  which  the  enemies  of  free 
Governments  would  desire  to  see  ?  It  is  calculated  to  lead  to  that  anarchy 
and  confusion,  the  horrors  of  which  roan  is  so  anxious  to  avoid,  that,  ra- 
ther than  endure  it,  he  too  often  is  content  to  rest  in  the  greatest  security, 
even,  of  despotism.  I  believe  man  to  be  frail  and  liable  to  corruption ;  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  he  is  so  lost  to  virtue — to  a  sense  of  honor,  and  to  a 
regard  for  fame,  that  none  can  be  trusted.  I  could  not  endure  existence  in 
such  a  state  of  society.  And  let  me  ask,  who  are  we  that  are  to  set  up  our 
judgment  thus  unsparingly  on  our  fellow-men  ?  Are  we  possessed  of  su- 
perior purity  and  intelligence,  to  the  rest  of  the  world?  Can  we  arrogate 
to  ourselves  more  worth — more  moral  excellence,  tlian  will  peilain  to  the 
prrsons  who  shall  be  selected  by  the  people,  (who  selected  us)  to  repre- 
sent them  in  the  State  Legislature  ?  I  apprehend  not.  I  am,  therefore, 
favorable  to  leaving  all  these  details  to  the  action  of  the  Legislature.  I  do 
not  fear  that  they  will  abuse  this  power.  It  is  true,  representatives  have 
sometimes  gone  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  their  constituents.  Tiiey  do  not, 
however,  cjenerally  do  so ;  and  when  they  do,  the  people  have  the  correc- 
tive in  their  own  hands,  and  can  exercise  it,  by  dismissing  them  from  their 
trusts. 

Mr.  Read  said,  he  saw  no  other  objections  to  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Chester,  (Mr.  Darlington,)  than  that  it  was  a  round-about 
mode  of  getting  at  what  was  in  the  report  of  the  committee.  He  could 
discover  no  difference,  in  substance,  between  it,  and  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee. The  amendment  goes  somewhat  more  into  detail,  and  preserves 
one  or  two  expressions  which  were  in  the  old  Constitution,  wh  n  there 
was  not  the  least  use  in  them,  as  the  occasion  for  them  had  passed  away. 
What  was  the  use  of  the  words  **in  each  convenient  district",  when  it  ia 
said,  that  every  borough,  ward,  or  township,  shall  be  a  convenient  dis- 
tiict.  Then  there  was  no  necessity  for  it,  and  the  insertion  of  it,  would 
be  going  out  of  the  way,  and  was  mere  surplusage,  for  the  purpose  nf  pre* 
serving  that  peculiar  expression.  The  only  difference  between  the  amend* 
VOL.  lu.  a4 
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ment,  an<l  the  report,  wns  \he  exprppsion  in  ihe  nmendnipnu  "  if  il^py  fo 
loiiir  behave  ihomseUes  uell'*.  hut  this  r;is(»  was  met  in  the    icnih  eeriioa 
of  ihe  report  of  ihe  rommiitee,  by  ib<^  ^I'Mcnl  provipion,  limiiin^  eveiy  iif- 
ficer  to  Mich  lerm  a?  be  ^hilll  bcbnvc  binl^^l^  well,  inchiclinnr  Justices  rf 
the  Peace.     Th'^n  t!  ere  wna  no  nerpssiiy  for  jnirmlucing  ii ;  neiiher  wai 
it  necessary  to  8;»y  that  the  f.cgis'ature  sb(\iUl  cnrry  out  in  deiaii  iheprin- 
cip'e?  bere  introduced,  bcc:  u?e  it  wns  a  loniier «  f  <oiirfe  that  tbe  Legislir 
t«re  wiMild  have  to  cjtrry  it  out;   ncitl.cr  \v;.s  it  nere<¥BTy  lo  say,  tlial  in 
the  absence  of  a  cnmtni^sion.  the  rf-nifiinw'  of  ilic  reiiim    judges  uas  lo 
stand  as  an  evidence  of   bciion,  brc  use  that  was  a  mriiier  of  roursc.    It 
was  a  matter  of  coiiiFe  that  this  cenifna'.c  would  stand  in  the  i  lace  of  lie 
commission,  and  it  was  en li rely  unneccss:  ry  to  introduce  it  here,     ll  is 
true  that  we  did  insert,  in  r  lation  to  Sheriffs,  and  some  other  county  offi- 
cers, that  lie  Governor  should  commission  them,  but  he  coiihl  see  no  bene- 
fit to  be  derived  from  ii.     Where  could  be  the  necessity,  after  these  offi- 
cers were  elected  by  the  people,  and  the  certificate  of  the  nMum  jndgei 
filed,  in  requiring  them  to  come  to  Tlarrisl-urir  to  pet  a  commission,  which 
the  Governor  had  no  power  to  refuse,  and  wliirh  was  a  mere  ceremony, 
and  nothing  I  ut  a  ceremony.     He  should  be  plud  if  some  mo«'e  could  be 
introduced  for  limitiup  the  number  cf  these  oflTieers,  witliout  lefering  it  to 
the  Ifegislalure ;  but   he  bad  hciird  of  none  which  would  operate  irell  in 
cverv  pjiit  of  the  Slate,  and  be  did  not  l.olievc  any  jreneral  rule  could  he 
adopted,  which  would  answer  in  every  section  (  flhe  Commonwealth,  and 
under  every  circumstance  of  the  (livcrsity  of  the  population  of  the  Slate. 
He  had  not  been  able  to  disco\cr  uny  flftnend  rule  to  insert  in  ihe'Consii- 
tution,  which   would  suit  all  parts  of  ti.e   State:  therefore,  all  that  ve 
could  do,  was  to  establish  the  elective  principle,  and  as  :i  matter  of  course, 
the  Legislature  would  have  to  cany  out  the  details.     From  the   best  con- 
sideration which  he  bad  given  t'te  subject,   he  d  d  not  believe  th«:t  we 
could  put  it  in  any  better  shape,  than  the  report  of  the  committee,  as  it 
stands,  which  left  the  carrying  out  of  all  the  details  to  the  Leuislature.  If, 
however. any  gentleman  can  suggest  a  mode  by  which  we  can  limit  the 
number,  and  it  will  (>perate  well,  he  would  vole  for  it;  but  unless  some 
belter  mode  is  introduced  than  any  we  have  seen  yet,  it  seemed  lo  him 
that  we  had  better  adhere  to  the  leport  of  the  committee.     He  was  only 
anxious  to  est:ibli«h  the  elective  priiiciph\  and  he  did  not  care  how  gentle- 
men carried  it  out,  provided  they  cariied  it  out  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to 
the  people. 

Mr.  BiDDLG  said,  it  is  generally  admited,  that  the  Justice  of  the  Peace 
system  has  proved   unsatisfactory,  burdensome,  and  oppressive,     (-om* 
plaints  have  leached  us  from  ail  quarters,  and  a  remedy  is  loudly  deraaml- 
e.i.     The  evil  complained  of,  however,  does  not  pmceed  from  the  exist- 
ing Constitution;  that  Constitution  only  piovides  for  the  appointment  oft 
competent  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace — it  confers  on  them  no  civil 
jurisdiction.    It  is  the  superstiucture  which  has  been  erected  on  it,  hyl/- 
gislative  enactments,  which  has  caused  the  mischief.     As  Justices  of  llie 
Feace,  independent  of  the  powers  confered  by  laws  passeif  since  (to 
adoption  of  the  Constitution,  they  are  conservators  of  the  Peace,  anil  b^^ 
Judges  between  man  and  man  in  questions  of  individual  wrong,  or  of  on)* 
pcrty.     The  evils  of  the  system  are  inherent  in  the  system,  as  apjjM  ^ 
civil  jurisdiction*  and  among  them,  these  are  some  of  tlie  most  nuKte* 
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TOTiB.  There  nre  many  Justices  in  every  county,  all  having  concurrent  jn- 
ri^dictinn.  and  a  plaintiff  mny  select  whichever  Magistrate  he  pleases, 
while  the  defendant  cannot  object,  hut  must  submit  to  his  jurisdiction. 
tSurely  that  cannot  he  calied  equal  justice  which  enables  the  one  parly  to 
Select  his  tribunal,  and  to  render  the  other  amenable  to  a  trial  before  a  sin* 
gle  Judge,  selecte  I,  perhaps,  because  his  opinion  was  known  bcfoiehand, 
or  on  arconnt  of  individual  rcjjani,  bias,  or  political  favor.  But  this  is 
not  the  whole  mischief.  Not  only  docs  tho  plaintiff  i'dect  the  Magis- 
trate ;  but  it  is  his  interest,  as  he  is  dependant  on  his  fees  for  support,  to 
encourage  plaintiffs  to  lesort  tc»  him  by  giving  judtrmcncs  in  their  favor, 
thereby  to  increase  his  business,  and  p'omote  litigation.  A  Judge  should 
liever  feel  an  interest  in  his  own  decision  :  justice  should  be  not  only  pure, 
but  unsusperted.  Aijain— tlie  costs  in  suits  for  small  sums,  are  necessa- 
lily  oppressive,  particularly  in  those  cues  in  which,  from  the  smallneas 
of  the  amount  in  controversy,  there  is  no  appe.d,  not  unfrequently  amount- 
mjj  to  several  hundred  per  cent.  Another  evil  is  the  insecurity  of  the 
'dockets  nf  Jjistices,  containing  matter  involvinif  the  rights  and  interests  of 
nomerous  suitors,  which,  on  their  death,  oi  removal,  arc  frequently  lost 
or  destroyed  ;  the  l.iw,  providing  that  they  shall  be  handed  over  to  another 
Jnstice,  b:^in!r<  to  a  co  isi.leral^e  extent,  inadequate  as  a  lemvly.  The 
civil  jurisdiction  of  Justices  is  also  a  violali'm  of  the  spiiit,  if  it  be  not 
of  the  letter,  of  the  Constii  ition,  which  should  be  srrupuli»usly  respected, 
and  whii-h  provides  that  the  trial  by  jury  shall  he  as  heretofore,  and  the 
righ*.  there  )f  remiin  inviolate.  In  the  Ccrnstituiion  of  1776 — which,  with 
some  geui'emen,  is  a  great  favorite — in  the  eleventh  senion  of  the  first 
chapter,  it  is  provided,  '•  tVat  in  controversies  respi'cting  property,  and  in 
»aiU<  between  man  and  man,  the  parties  have  a  rii^lit  to  trial  hy  jury,  which 
oufflit  to  he  held  sacred".  The  jren  leinan  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  PoR- 
tkr)  to  whom  1  always  listen  with  pleasure  and  respect,  has  said  that  the 
Justices  of  the  Peace  are  a  part  of  the  Jiidieiary.  1  do  not  so  consider 
them,  t't?y  b3inr«  ex/eptiiis:  in  cases  whi»rc  their  decision  is  final,  little 
more  than  cominissioiie'S  of  bail,  to  fix  the  amount  of  securitv  to  he  taken, 
in  the  nature  of  special  bail,  before  the  removal  of  the  cause  into  the  court 
of  C'ominon  Picas. 

Mr.  Port  k  here  rose,  and  read  from  the  first  section  of  the  fifth  arti- 
cle of  the  (?oustit!itiiin.  which  includes  Justices  of  the  Peace,  in  the  ena- 
merition  of  those  in  whom  the  Judicial  power  shall  be  vested. 

Mr.  BiDDLE  continued  :  I  am  happy  to  receive  correction  at  the  hands 
of  my  frictul  from  Northampton;  hull  still  contend  that,  as  Constitutional 
officers,  their  functions  are  not  of  a  Judicial  character.  My  belief,  then, 
is,  sir,  that  it  is  the  civd  jurisdiction  of  Magistrates  which  is  a  grievance, 
and  that  if  they  \\*  limited  loti.eir  proper  sphere  of  duty,  the  mode  of  ap- 
pointni'nt  by  the  Governor  will  cease  to  occasion  clamm.  I  am,  then,  sir, 
opposed,  not  to  any  thiuLnn  the  C-onstittiti<m  of  1790,.hut  to  this  Legisla- 
tive excrescence;  and  the  remedy  1  would  apply  is  this — in  the  proper  place, 
let  the  conferinsr  civil  jurisdiction  on  Justices  he  prohibited,  and  let  it  be 

fjrovided  that  .ill  c  mtroversies  between  man  and  man  shall,  if  suitable  for 
iiigation  at  all.  be  determined  in  a  court  of  Record:  justice  should  never 
be  administcnd  in  an  oS^cure  or  unknown  place,  by  a  we:jk,  on  ignorant, 
or  B  V,  icked  Judge.  I  am  not  for  having  one  rule  for  cjbcs  of  lanp 
amonnt,  ami  anotlier  for  those  of  small  amonnt^one  f^stiitn  fov  mt 
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richt  mother  for  the  poor.  I  am  for  extending  protection*  and  adnioit* 
ttring  equal  justice  to  ail  men.  Courts  should  he  open  to  til,  and  dieir 
decrees  awarded  '*  without  sale,  deijai,  or  delay'*.  Is  this  the  case  un- 
der the  Justice  system  ?  I  9peak  not  of  my  own  knowledge,  but  on 
the  testimony  given  on  this  floor,  by  gentlemen  from  various  quarters  of 
the  State,  who  spe:ik  of  the  people  as  groaning  under  an  intolerahle  bfl^ 
den.  If  the  svsiem,  however,  cannot  be  abandoned,  let  there  be  in  each 
district  a  single  Justice,  having  exchisive  jurisdiction  to  a  certain  sum, 
80  that  the  one  party  shnll  not,  at  the  expense  of  the  rights  or  interests  of 
the  other,  select  the  Judge  whom  he  may  consider  best  calculated  to  rab* 
serve  his  ends — let  there  \w  one  tribunal,  and  only  one,  so  that  defendants 
m?y  have  a  fair  trial.  Let  out  Justices  be  couFervators  of  the  peace, 
wi^  power  to  take  acknowledgements  of  papers  in  w tiling,  deeds,  and 
other  like  powers,  and  we  shall  no  longer  hear  of  abuses  in  the  appoioi- 
ing  power,  i  am  not  disposed  to  disturb  the  provision  of  the  preseat 
Constitution.  I  would  never  elect,  by  tlie  people,  one  whose  duty  rfr 
quires  that  he  should  be  influenced  by  neither  popular  applause  not  cen- 
sure, but  act  uprightly,  and  with  independence.  So  far  as  rc^gaida  claimi 
not  81  fficient  in  amount  for  the  consideration  of  a  court,  perhaps  the  best 
course  would  be  to  take  away  all  legal  redress ;  and  then  the  lionest  in- 
dustrious, and  meritorious  poor  would  find  credit,  and  the  unfortunate 
not  be  exposed  to  be  hairar^ed  by  oppression.  Suits  for  trifling  sumt 
have  become  monstrors  abuses,  and  require  a  corrective.  I  cannot  vote 
for  the  amendment,  because  it  contains  a  provision  for  the  election  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  Sterioere  said  tliat  this  matter  of  restricting  the  number  of  Ma- 
gistrates had  been  agitated  in  the  Legislature  more  than  onre,  and  upon 
all  these  occasions,  it  was  deteimined  that  they  had  no  power  to  limit 
them,  80  that  the  Governor  was  left  to  make  appointments  at  his  discr^ 
tion.  He  considered  that  the  amendment  was  liable  to  objeetious,  inas- 
much as  many  of  th  districts  were  composed  of  two,  three  or  four  town- 
ships in  which  several  Justices  must  be  appointed.  He  knew  that  tluB 
was  the  case  in  the  county  of  Montgomery  ;  and  it  would  be  far  prefera- 
ble, in  his  view,  if  the  districts  were  made  smaller  wiih  a  sinifle  Jusiiee. 
He  was,  therefore,  opposed  to  the  amendment,  and  hoped  it  might  not  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  Inoersoll  hoped  he  would  be  excused  for  saying  a  few  words  on 
this  amendment,  which  were  entirely  unpremeditated,  so  far  as  res|)ect8 
the  subject  before  the  committee,  and  which  might,  perhaps,  be  ssimewhat 
out  of  order ;  but  he  thought  he  would  stand  excused  by  the  Convention, 
in  following  the  example  of  some  of  tho  gentlemen  who  had  preceded 
him,  and  addressing  himself  rather  to  the  subject,  at  Inige,  than  to  the 
matter  immediately  pending  before  the  committee.  This  was,  undoubt* 
ediy,  a  very  interesting  subject  to  the  members  of  this  Convention,  and 
one  in  which  the  people  felt  a  deep  and  an  abiding  intoresL  It  is  a  sub- 
ject which  had  led  as  much  as  any  other  to  the  convocation  of  this 
Convention ;  and  the  determination  of  it  would  be  as  decisive,  in  dctn^ 
mining  the  fate  of  the  amendments  which  we  may  propose  altogether, 
tM  any  other  subject,  which  will  be  brought  forward  hen?.  As  ii  wait 
QUOftW  10  iinporiiinti  h^  wished  to  have  tho  views  of  gonth  men,  on  all 
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when  he  wns  a  member  of  the  Legislature,  he  found  a  great  difficulty  pre* 
Tailing  in  relation  to  the  regulation  of  matters  of  this  kind.  What  would 
be  popular  in  one  part  of  the  Stitc,  would  be  unpopu)nr  in  another;  :ind 
different  feelings  prevailed  in  the  diffeienl  parts  of  the  State.  Wlien  gen- 
tlemen from  the  city  of  Philadelphia  were  of  opinion  they  were  doing  a 
very  good  ihinij  in  the  passage  of  some  particular  measure,  gentlemen 
from  Allegheny  or  Tioga  county,  might  he  of  opinion  that  we  were  doing 
"what  was  entirely  improper.  This  being  the  case,  then  it  was  proper  that 
we  should  have  the  views  of  gentlemen  from  all  parts  of  die  Slate.  He 
would  say  in  relation  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  gendeman  from  Phila- 
delphia, (Mi.  Diddle]  that,  in  this  respect,  die  Constiiuiion,  as  it  was 
fnuned,  was  much  nearer  perfection,  (to  say  the  least  of  it)  than  the  system 
which  has  been  raised  upon  it,  whether  by  usurpaticm,  as  Governor  M*- 
Kkan  always  maintained,  or  wheiher  correctly,  as  die  Supreme  Court  of 
the  Commonwealth  decided,  he  did  not  pretend  to  say.  They  decided 
that  it  was  not  a  usurpation;  and  whether  it  was  so  or  not,  it  was  not  for 
him  todeci'lr.    In  his  humble  opinion,  I^Iaoristrates,  as  conservators  ol  the 

Jeace,  was  an  admi'able  inf'titution.  But  they  have  also  been  made 
uiiges  in  civil  controversies;  and  from  the  long  practice  under  this 
system,  and  the  attachment  of  the  people  to  it,  he  presumed  it  was 
irrevocble,  an  i  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  lake  it  away  from  them. 
They  are  not  only  Justices  of  the  Peace,  but  Judges  also ;  and  lie  regreted 
that  this  fundamental  principle  in  our  Judiciary  should  have  been,  as  he 
deemed  ii  unfortunately  and  irregularly,  taken  from  the  judicial  Hrlicle  of 
the  (>oustitution,  and  made  the  subject  of  consideration  heie  in  conueclitm 
wiih  another  matter  which  had  confused  all  our  mindB,nnd  which  had  obliged 
him  this  morninir  to  give  a  vote  which  might  lead  to  some  surprise,  he- 
cause  he  believed  that  Justices  of  the  Pe  ice  were  the  foundation,  the  very 
corner  sto  le  of  the  whole  judicial  system,  and  ho  had  no  idea  of  that  sort 
of  arffum'^nt  which  w^iit  to  condemn  Jtjsiices  of  the  Peace  as  the  greatest 
vagabonds  iu  the  community,  white  the  Judges  r»f  the  superior  courts  are 
never  meniioned,  without  it  was  accrmpanied  by  enc(Mniums  on  their 
characters  and  conduct,  while  they  arc  no  more  deservinif  of  it  than  many 
of  the  Justices  i>f  the  Pi?acb  which  he  could  name.  Un  loubiedly,  the 
nutnlycr  of  three  liu>usnnd,  or  upwards,  would  contain  many  jrood  men 
and  upright  oHicers.  and  some  perhaps  who  were  dishonest  and  not  quali- 
fied,  but  he  roiireied  to  see  die^e  odious  comparisons  drawn  between  dif- 
ferent classes  of  otFu'crs.  He  had  known  in  his  own  nei^iiborhojul,  in  the 
city  and  county  of  l^hiladelphia,  Justices  of  the  Pcar-e  and  Aldermeny 
who  would  dCi'iilc  cases  wiifi  as  nuicit  independence,  as  much  wisdom, 
and  iie  was  so»-;y  t-.)  say  with  far  more  expedition  than  the  Supreme  ('ourt 
of  the  Oom:n.'):uveaIi!i.  Tliis  was  ou'i  striking  fact  connected  with  the 
jurisdiction  n(  tlie^e  olliicis,  which  had  b^en  overlooked  by  gentlemen 
who  ha.i  prec:;de'l  liiui  on  this  question.  They  have  at  this  moment  a 
jurisdiction  which  is  liually  decisive  of  the  greatest  interest  to  the  whole 
comuiuiiity  at  tliis  pninicular  crisis.  When  it  was  taken  into  considera- 
tion t!ial  these  otTicers,  the  Justices  of  tlio  Peace  and  Aldermen  had  the 
final  jurisdiction,  iVoiu  uhi'h  \hnro  was  no  appeal,  over  all  controversies 
not  exceodin;:  tivo  dolln's  and  thii'ly-throft  cents;  and  when  it  was  taken 
into  con»iderutiou  thit  i^U  haiili  notos  of  the  denomination  of  five  dolIai-Si 
fffe^r^  now  awwhW-  boforp  tiie^o  ofllt'or^i  »<ul  \\\^i  iiwo  wofi  po  appenj 
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or  review,  he  ibonghi,  it  must  be  admited  that  their  power  nr  jurisdietini 
wat  ncn  surpassed  by  thai  of  the  Supieme  Court  of  the  Slate,  or  eten  ftr 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United   States.     Tliis  immense  power  which  wii 
confcred  upon  them  by  the  law  of  the  land,  was  now  in  daily  exercise  ia 
the  city  and  rounty  of  Philadelphia,  and  might  be  exercised  over  the  whole 
State.     'J^hen,  if  gentlemen  turned   their  attention  to   this  singular  fart, 
they  must  at  once  sec  the  immense  power  which  the  Magistrates  hold  in 
their  hnnd.     He  conceived  thc»n,  that  we  were  passing  upon  this  very  iib- 
porUmt  subject  out  of  its  legitimate  place.     It  not  only  belon«ri«  to  the  Jo- 
dietary,  but  it  is,  as  he  had  said  before,  the  very  corner  stone  of  the  Judi- 
ciary.    H(f  hoped  ihen,  that  the  committee  would  rise,  so  that  the  aitide 
upon  the  Judicinry  might  be  taken  up,  and  then  this  suhject  could  beaded 
upon  in  its  proper  pl:icc.     As  it  was,  it  seemed  to  him,  that  we  hail  i^ 
the  cart  hefore  the  horse.     If  gentlemen  would  reflect,  they  would  find 
that  the  question  in  relation  to  these  Majjisimtes  was  one  of  more  impm- 
tance  to  the  community  at  lar^e,  nnd  that  it  was  more  closely  connected 
with  the  feelings  and  the  aflli^ctions  of  the  people,  than  any  other  question 
which  would  come  up  hefore  us.     It   was  a  qucstiou   too,  which  was  lo 
dfteimine  the  people  in  relation  to  tl.e  artion  of  this  Convention,  on  tlie 
various  other  subjects  which  we  may  c<Misidfr  and  ad(»pt ;  therefore,  gen- 
tlemen slio  dd  weigh  it  well,  and  consider  it  maturely  hefore  they  deteimioe 
in  relation  to  it.     In  the  early  part  of  the   session  of  the  Convention,  he 
had  introduced  to  ihe  consideration  of  tl.e  Convrniion  i  plaif  for  a  Judi- 
ciary in  full;  and,  withre>p('ct  lo  Justices  of  the  Pe«re,  wiih  gi  eater  d<'fa<- 
ence  to  t!ie  judgment  of  others,  he  had  proposed  to  limit  their  jut i^diriioD 
in  civil  cases,  to  iifty  dollars,     lie  would  give  them  especial  jurisdiction, 
over  all  rases  whore  the  sum  in  c<:nt.roversv  was  not  over  tiftv  dollars.  Hut 
he  would  req  lire  them  to  summon  a  jury  an<l  try  the  ause  hy  a  jury.  He 
would  grant  the  pariies  in  these  cases,  a  jury,  aiul  all  other  righ»s  which 
liiiiranis  for  larger  sums  have.     In  shoit,  he    would  give  them  the  deter- 
minition  of  all  tho>e  eas»s  i  \  lhr»  rommuniiy  which  generally  were  deter- 
mined in  a  court  of  record.     With  resj.nd  to  the  retords  of  these  officers, 
and  those  of  courts,  he  helieved  ihat  many  Justices'  doi-kets  were  vastly 
belter  kept  than  the  records  of  o:ir  rourls.     He  woidd  give  every  iudirid- 
ual  in  the   community  the  power  of  having    ids  cause  trieil  in   the  Seine 
way.     There  w.'tc  a  few  individuals    who  had   ccmtroversies   turning  a 
thousand  dollars;  hut  iheie  weie  ?  vasdy  greaUT  number  who   had  con- 
troversies turning  (ml  v  a  hundred  dollars.     Why  should  these  latter  classes 
of  persons  have  one  kind  of  justice,  when  the   former  class  had  anotlier 
kind   of  justice.     He   could  see  no  reason  why  there  should  be  a  dis- 
tinction. 

He  took  the  system  as  it  had  heen  oflere?!,  and  he  presumed  tlial  it  was 
to  be  continued.     He  had  no  opinion  on  the  sul ject.      He  came  hereto 
get  the  best  he  could — to  modify — to  compromise — to  conform  to  what 
might  he  the  prevailing  sentiment  of  the  hody.     He  had  voted  iu  a  v«)' 
small  majority  this  morning.     He  couUt  not  ccmcur  in  the  observations  of 
the  gentleman  from  Northampton.     We  must  act  on  principle ;  there  was 
no  other  way  of  proceeding  successfully.      He  was  decidedly  in  favor  of 
putting  the  inferior  Magistrates  upon  tl.e  same  footing  as  the  s»]prrior,  ond 
for  that  reason,  ho  had  voted  as  he  had  done.      \Vc  were  told  yesierdaT 
by  ihe  gentleman  from  Union,  (Mr.  Merrill)  to  whom  he  {Mr.  I.)  hso 
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lUtenecl  with  m"ch  aiiention,  for  he  knew  that  sfpntleman  $pake,the  hon- 
est, tnde  lendent  sentimenis  of  his  heart — that  many  fltgrant  improprieties 
were  coinmilcd  hy  the  Justi  es  of  the  Peace.  He  (Mr.  Ingersoll)  knew 
of  many  things  discreditahlH  to  them,  hnt  he  also  knew  of  others  which 
did  them  honor.  Were  gentlemen  to  he  so  h)st  to  their  duty — suffer  him 
to  say  ii — that  we  were  to  be  s'l  lawyer-hribed — h' spoke  not  in  reference 
to  the  lawyers  in  this  Convention — that  we  were  to  speak  in  this  tone  and 
temper  of  the  inferi  t  M  jjristrales,  while  we  spok(*  in  eulogy  and  praise  of 
the  Magistiales  of  the  higher  courts.     Why,  was  it  not  matter  of  history 

Mr.  Merrill  (interrupted)  said,  that  he  believed  he  had  not  spoken 
disrespectf  illy  of  any  Justice  of  the  Peace,  He  had  been  prbceeding  to 
show  theoperatiim  of  another  mode  of  appointment,  and  the  tenure  of  of- 
fice. 

Mr.  Ingersoll  resumed  by  saying,  that  he  had  been  ahont  to  say,  that 
whatever  might  he  said  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  ami  he  knew  there 
were  bad  men  among  them  as  there  wen^  among  other  professions—., 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  history — that  it  was  a  matter  of  fact,  and. 
cotdd  any  (me  hesitate  to  speak  on  the  subject  as  he  ought  to  do?— 
and,  he  meant  not  now  to  speak  disparagincrly  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
when  he  refered  back  to  its  derision^ — was  it  not  a  fact,  well  known, 
that  a  Magistrate  of  the  city  of  Phi'ade'phia,  who  had  formerly 'been 
prominent  ^s  a  politirian.  and  the  editor  of  one  of  the  most  influential 
newspapers  in  flie  Commonwealth — when  the  question  came  before 
the  Supreme  Court,  as  to  whether  that  individual  who  had  been  nomina- 
ted— 

Here  the  Chair  reminded  the  gentleman  that  he  was  wandering  from  the 
subject  under  immediate  considerati«>n.*' 

Mr.  Ingersoll  begged  respectfully  to  dissent  from  the  opinion  of  the 
Chair.  He  conceived,  that  he  was  not  in  the  least  out  of  order.  Surely 
It  was  within  the  direct  scope  of  his  ai-irument,  to  show  that  the  infirmities 
imputed  to  the  iuferior  Magistrates,  belonged  also  to  the  higher,  as  well  as 
the  lower  offii^e  s.  When  interrupted,  he  was  about  to  refer  to  Jndffes 
now  on  the  bench,  who  were,  in  the  case  to  which  he  had  alluded,  divided 
two  and  two,  according  to  their  politics — it  being  a  political  question— it 
couM  not  he  decided  until  the  Governor  had  appointed  another  Judge,  on 
the  death  of  one  of  the  Judges.  Then,  and  then  only,  was  the  question 
decided,  or  could  it  he  He  did  not  mention  this  fact  in  disparagement  of 
the  leirnMi  Judges,  but  merely  to  ah  >w  that  the  higher  Judicial  officers  are 
subject  to  political  bias  as  well  as  the  inferior*  Look  to  the  several  courts 
in  Philadelphia,  were  there,  he  would  ask.  no  pidiiics  there?  Was  there 
more  independence  among  them,  than  among  the  inferior  Magisirates  ?— • 
Was  there  n'»t  a  system  of  expense  kept  up,  which  ought  not  to  exini  T— 
And  were  not  men  in  the  habit  of  pushing  forward  their  sons,  and  brothers* 
and  favorites  in  the  prores'i{m?  and  to  whom  great  Ceaa  were  given,  and 
who  were  a  sort  nf  excreseiice  on  the  Judiciary.  And,  he  (Mr.  I.)  should 
despisa  himself,  if  he  could  hesitate  to  say  so.  He  knew  no  difference, 
thereiore.  between  the  higher  and  lower  Magistrates.  He  was  nitt  now 
dealing  with  men,  but  wit'Ahe  sysieiu  ;  and  he  agreed  entirely  with  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  the  city,  (Mr.  Meredith)  on 
this  point.    The  fault  was  in  tiie  system,  and  we  must  deal  accordingly 
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—whether  it  be  better  to  nppoint,  or  to  elect— whether  to  appoint  bt  a 
term  of  years,  or  during  good  behavior — whether  to  elect  again  according 
to  good  behavior,  or  not — were  ail  great  questioi.s.  to  be  carefully  canrMh 
ed,  and  upon  which,  he  confessed,  that  his  mind  was  perplexed :  but,  upon 
one  point,  he  had  no  hesitation  to  declare  his  opinion — ^tliat  we  oughl  not  lo 
make  fish  of  one,  and  flesh  of  the  other.     He  contended,  that  we  oufhtnol 
to  act  in  such  a  manner,  as  to  sweep  away,  at  once,  all  the  inferiur  Magii- 
trates,  whiUt  we  truckled  to  the  superior,  and  gave  them  a  prolonged  exit- 
tence.     He  would  say,  that  we  shoidd  not,  by  a  rash  blow,  destroy  one  or 
the  other.      He  was  disposed  to  put  them  all  on  the  same  footing.     Let 
them  all  remain,  or  all  go  at  once,  or  gradually.     But  let  it  be  doM 
systematically.      He   had   given   a    vote  this   morning,    which    he  did 
not  altogetiicr    like ;  but   he  had   given  it  in  consequence  of   his  eoo- 
virtion   that  the   system   of  jurisprudence  should  be  a   perfect  whole. 
This  was  a  subject  of  the  highest  magnitude— one  upon  which  no  de* 
bate  was  to  he   spared,  and  every   thing  connected  with  it    should  be 
done  with  great  deli!)eration.     He  confosse.l,  that  little  verged  as  he  was, 
in  ParliamenUiry  practice,  he  really  did  not  know  how  to  act  so  at  to 
attain  his  object.     He  could  wish  that  some  gentleman  would  propose! 
resolution  which  would  elTect  the  purpose  which  he  had  in  view.      He 
tnisted  that  the  Convention  would  go  into  the  consideration  of  tlie  artide 
on  the  Judici:ify. 

Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  said  that  there  were  some  things  in  the 
amendment  which  he  did  not  like,  and  some  that  he  thought  ought  not  to 
be  in  it.  With  regard  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Lycoming, 
(Mr.  Fleming)  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  D.)  to  be  full  of  exceptions.  The 
objections  which  existed  to  it,  ha^l  been,  in  his  opinion,  fully  exhibited  by 
the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter). 

Mr  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  wished  to  state,  that  the  amendment  proi> 
ded  that  the  liCgislalure  should  divide  the  Suite  into  convenient  di:itricts, 
consisting  of  three  or  four  townships,  so  that  in  some  districts  a  circuit  of 
several  miles  would  exist  with  a  single  Justice.  He  would  ask  gentlemen 
to  lonk  to  the  inconvenience  of  electing  Magistrates  in  districts  composed 
of  so  many  townships,  where  individuals  would  have  to  travel  fifteen  oi 
twenty  miles,  to  attend  the  election. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  said  that  he  took  an  exception  to  the  Un* 
guage  of  the  amendment  directing  the  Legislature  to  divide  the  State  into 
**  such  convenient  districts  as  shall  or  may  be  designated  by  law*'.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  tncy  should  be  elected  by  the  townships,  the  borougbi« 
or  the  wards.  These  petty  matters  ought  not  to  be  left  to  the  Legislature.  If 
we  could  not  settle  them  at  once,  they  ought  to  be  left  to  the  people  them- 
ffelves,  the  county  Commissioners,  or  the  courts.  He  had  not  made  up 
his  mind  ;  hut,  as  at  present  advised,  he  believed  that  the  number  of  Juiti- 
ces  in  each  township,  borough,  or  ward,  had  heitei  be  left  to  the  people 
of  each  borough,  township,  or  ward.  The  number  of  t-ixablee  was  not 
always  an  indication  of  the  amount  of  business  done  in  the  place,  as  it  de- 
pended upon  circumstances  connected  with  the  avocation  of  the  inhabi- 
tants. It  was  better,  therefore,  to  permit  the  people  to  regulate  the  nom- 
ber  themselves.     He  should  consequently  vote  against  thfr  amendment. 

Mi.  Darlington  eaid  that  he  believed,  on  a  very  slight  exr.mination  of  the 
ainendmenty  it  would  be  found  to  meet  the  views  of  every  delegate,  except 
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those  who  wished  the  numher  of  Magistrates  to  be  appointed,  to  depend 
upon  the  number  of  taxable  inhabitants.  He  could  not  see  the  force  of  the 
objections  of  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny,  in  regard  to  the  number  of 
Justices  to  which  the  inhabitants  of  townships,  boroughs,  &c.,  would  be 
entitled.  If  it  was  left  to  the  people  of  a  county  to  fix  the  number,  they 
might  l>e  operated  upon  in  times  of  high  political  excitement,  to  make  an 
unequal  distribution.  Some  districts,  too,  would  have  more  Magistiates, 
and  some  less,  according  as  the  spirit  of  litigation  predominated.  He 
maintained  tliat  it  should  be  left  to  the  Legislature,  through  the  medium  of 
the  County  Commissioners,  or  the  courts,  to  fix  the  nimiber,  or  there 
would. necessarily  and  unavoidably  be  e:rent  inequality  in  the  distribution. 
He  thought  that  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny,  on  a  more  mature  consid- 
eration of  the  matter,  would  bring  fiis  mind  to  that  conclusion.  A  division 
into  townsips,  boroughs  and  wards,  would,  in  his  (Mr.  Darlinoton^s) 
opinion,  be  any  thing  but  a  fair  criterion  by  which  to  be  guided  in  fixing 
the  number.  In  the  county  of  Somerset,  if  he  had  been  correctly  inform- 
ed, there  was  a  greater  amount  of  law  business  done  than  in  the  wealthy 
and  populous  county  of  Chester,  which  contained  four  times  as  many 
inhabitants  as  the  former.  Ho  hoped,  therefore,  that  no  gentleman  would 
contend  for  the  adoption  of  that  mode  of  proceeding.  In  the  county  of 
McKean,  there  were  two  townships;  in  one  of  which,  there  were  but 
twelve  taxable  inhahiiants,  and  in  the  other  sixteen.  Would  any  one  say 
that  a  Justice  was  wanted  in  these  townships  I  In  the  township  of  Co- 
calico,  in  Lancaster  county,  thc^e  were  nearly  one  thousand  taxable 
inhabitants.  How  unequal,  therefore,  would  it  be  to  give  the  town  of 
Sergeant,  in  McKean  county,  the  same  number  of  Justices  as  would  be 
given  to  the  large  township  of  Cocalico,  in  Lancaster  county.  He  re- 
peated, then,  that  the  Legislature  must  be  left  to  fix  the  number.  He 
could  conceive  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  that  respect  The 
gentleman  from  Montgomery  has  said,' that  the  Legislature,  heretofore,  has 
considered  the  Governor  entitled  to  decide  what  should  be  a  competent 
numbei  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  each  distiict,  and  that  it  was  not, 
constitutionally,  in  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  limit  them.  Such 
may  have  been  the  understanding  of  the  Legislature,  but  he  (Mr.  D.)  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  the  number  might  have  been  limited  by 
law,  and  that  the  Legislature  might  say  what  was  a  *'  competent 
number*',  within  the  meaning  of  the  present  Constitution.  Be  that  as 
it  may,  however,  the  amendment  which  he  (Mr.  D.)  had  submited,  gave 
to  the  Legislature  the  power  to  est.ihlish  the  districts  in  each  county,  and 
to  direct  the  number  of  Justices  that  should  be  elected  in  each  district. 
The  gentleman  from  Fayette,  (Mr.  Fuller,)  and  the  gentleman  from 
Beaver,  (Mr.  Agnew,)  contended  that  every  township  should  form  a  dis- 
trict. Now,  should  the  proposed  amendment  be  adopted,  what  would  the 
Legislature  do  ?  They  would  certainly  say,  that  each  township  in  those 
cotmties,  (Fayette  and  Beaver)  should  form  a  separate  district,  if^such  was 
the  wish  of  their  citizens ;  but  they  would  also  be  at  liberty  to  say,  that 
two  or  more  adjoining  townships  in  Chester,  or  any  other  county,  should 
form  a  district,  should  such  be  the  desire  of  their  citizens ;  and  thus  all 
portions  of  the  Commonwealth  could  be  made  satisfied  with  such  an  ar- 
rangement. Mr.  D.  concluded,  by  expressing  a  hope,  that  the  amend* 
ment  which  he  had  offered,  would  be  agreed  to. 
▼0IL.1II.  mi 
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Mr.  M^Dox^ELL  truBted,  that  the  amendment  of  the  i^tleinan  fram 
Chester  would  not  be  alopicd.  Preenming  that  the  elertion  of  JintwiEi 
of  the  PeMCc  would  take  place  al  the  ^ame  time  as  the  coniiiy  elertinni, 
he  fell  confident  in  saying  thai  it  wduld  h«  more  arr eptahle  lo  the  people, 
that  each  township,  horoutrh,  or  wnnl.  should  he  aq  election  district,  and 
that  the  Legislature  should  not  have  the  power  to  say  that  a  whole  county 
should  be  o'*e  district,  as  it  would  have,  if  the  nmendmt  ni  of  tl:e  jH'Dtle- 
man  from  Chester  should  prevail.  He  wishe  I  t»»  prevent  the  I«egi9lauiie 
from  cv«T  putting  townshif^s  togeiheV,  and  blending  them  into  one  district. 
He  was  in  favtir  of  constituting  the  township::  little  Crmmonweallhs,  for 
the  transaction  of  th'  ir  local  business.  There  was  no  difiiciilty  in  ^efe^ 
ence  to  large  and  small  townships.  It  might  be  left  to  the  Legislatare  lo 
fix  the  number  for  each  township,  and  to  say  to  the  small  ones,  which  did 
not  want  a  Justice,  that  they  need  not  elect  one.  The  division  into  town* 
ships,  would  not  be  an  obligation  on  a  ^mall  township,  to  elect  a  Ju!«iire 
when  they  did  not  want  one.  But  while  it  was  triven  to  the  Legislature  lo 
fix  the  number,  he  did  hope  that  the  Constitution  would  declare  that  the 
several  townships,  and  wards  of  cities,  and  boroughs,  should  consiitaie 
districts,  for  the  elections  of  Justices  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  Ayreo',  of  Butler,  said  that  a  difficulty  was  suggested  to  his  mind, 
which  made  it  unpleasant  to  him  to  vote,  one  way  or  the  other.  He 
wished  to  know,  whether  a  township  Justice  of  the  Peace,  elected  only 
by  the  people  of  a  township,  was  to  have  jurisdiction,  as  Justices  nov 
have,  all  over  the  county  ?  If  it  was  the  intention,  the  principle  wtf 
wrong.  He  believed,  that  no  Justice  should  have  jurisdiction  beyond  his 
constituents.  If  the  townships  were  to  elect  Justices  of  the  Peace  where 
jurisdiction  was  to  extend  over  the  whole  county,  he  was  against  it,  b^ 
cause  he  had  no  idea  of  going  to  a  township  authority,  to  elect  a  Jusu'ee 
of  the  Peace,  with  such  extended  jurisdiction. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and  it  was  rejected- 
yeas  0 ;  nays,  96. 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bell,  Chamllei,  of  Chester,  Darlington,  Gcarhart,  M'Call,  Runefl} 
Serrill,  Sill,  'J  homa.^— 9. 

Nats — Messrs.  Agnovir,  Ayres,  Baldwin,  Banks,  Barclay,  Barndollar,  Barnifz,  BijiM, 
Bedford,  Biddle,  Bonhum,  Brown,  of  Northanipton,  Brown,  or  PhiUdelphia,  Boider, 
Carej,  Chamherti,  Chaunccy,  ('taike.  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  C;iarke,of  InJiaoi, 
Cleavingcr,  Cline,  Cochran,  Criin,  Cruiii,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dirkeraeo, 
Ddlingcr,  Donncll,  Dorun,  Duiilop,  Eario,  Fur.clly,  Fleming,  Forward,'  Fry,  Fullrt, 
Gamble,  Gilmore,  Grencll,  Harris,  Ilastin  r»,  Hayhurst,  Heliren:«teiii,  HeodersiiD,  rf 
Dauphin,  Hiet^ter,  liigh,  liopkinvon.  Houpt,  Hyde,  IngerMiU,  Jenks,  Keim.  Kennedf, 
KoniRmarher,  Krchs,  Moelay.  M'Dwwcll,  M'Sherry,  Mereiliih,  Mernll,  Mcrkel.  MiUir, 
Montgomery,  Myers,  Nevin,  Ovcrfield,  Pennypacker,  Polhick  Porlcr,  of  No^thampfODf 
Purvtance,  Rcigart,  Read,  Kiler,  Rittcr,  Roj;erji,  ^$acger,  Scott,  St-Uers,  8cheeu.  SbdIitfS 
Smith,  Smyih,  Snively,  Sierigere,  Stevens,  Stickcl,  Swctiand,  Taggait,  Todd,  WeidmiD. 
Young,  Sergeunt,  Pveaident — 96. 

The  amendment  was  then  modified,  by  striking  therefrom  the  wordi 
following,  viz :  '*  Except  those  first  chosen  under  this  amendment,  who 
shall  be  classed  as  by  law  may  be  provided,  and  in  such  manner  thatofl0 
equal  fifth  part  of  the  said  Justices  in  the  several  counties,  shall  go  out  of 
ofiice  annually  thereafter**. 

Ml.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  stnkiof 
out  all  after  the  word  •' sectiim",  and  inserting  the  following:  "Sack 
number  of  ustices  of   the  Peace  and  Aldermen^  shall  be  elected  ia  lb* 
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teveral  wards,  boroughs,  and  townships,  for  a  term  of  five  years,  as  a 
majority  of  the  voters  of  the  districts  may  determine  hy  ballot,  after  this 
Constitution  shall  be  adopted,  and  every  five  years  thereafter,  in  such 
manner  as  shall  he  directed  bv  law*'. 

Mr.  Brll,  of  Chester,  moved  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  nirain. 

Mr.  Karle,  of  Philadelphia,  rose,  he  said,  to  speak  against  the  motion ; 
and  he  would  give  notice,  that  he  would  oppose  it,  every  day  it  should  be 
made  before  the  time  fixed  upon  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Darungto.v,  of  Chester,  asked  what  was  the  hour  ? 

Mr.  Eari.r  proceeded  :  lie  would  thank  the  gentleman  not  to  interrupt 
him.  He  had  had  his  turn.  Gentlemoii  professed  to  be  very  anxious  to 
gei  home  to  their  families,  after  having  disposed  of  the  question  of  the 
Judiciary.  He  was  in  hopes  that  the  Converiinn  would  get  at  the  report 
on  the  Judiciarv,  and  finish  it  bforc  we -jk!  ion  rued.  Now,  these  motions 
to  adjourn,  before  the  regular  time,  had  the  etfect  of  preventing  us  from 
finishing  our  liuj^iness.  He  had  observed,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Chester,  (Mr.  Darlington)  was  very  apt  to  make  motions  of  this  sort. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Franklin,  and  otliers.  who  had  talked  against  bvishing  away  the  public 
money,  had  n<»t  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  on  motion  to  adjourn  before 
the  hour  had  arrived.  For  his  own  part,  he  wanted  to  see  who  they 
were,  \\ho  wished  to  expend  the  money  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Bell  of  Chester,  said,  it  wanted  threo  minutes  of  one  o'clock.  A 
irreat  deal  had  been  said  about  the  people's  money,  and  the  gendeman 
(Mr.  Eari.e],  seemed  to  be  courting  the  people  more  than  others,  who  had 
contributed  his  full  share  towards  swelling  the  expenses  of  this  Conven- 
tion. Mr.  B.  was  proceeding  to  state  some  facts  of  a  private  character- 
when  he  was  interrnpled  by 

Mr.  Brown,  <>f  Philadelphia,  who  cal'ed  him  to  order. 

After  a  word  or  two  from  Mr.  Bell,  Mr.  M'Dowei.l,  and  Mr.  Earlb, 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  rising  of  the  committee,  and  decided  in 
the  affirmative. 

The  Convention  then  adjourned. 


THURSDAY  AFTERNOON,  4  o'clock. 

SIXTH  article. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  of  the  whole  on 
the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution,  Mr.  Chambers,  of  Franklin,  in  the 
Chair. 

The  question  pending,  being  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Fuller,  to  the 
amendment  of  Mr.  Fleming,  as  follows,  viz  : 

*•  Sut'h  numher  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Aldermen  elected  in  the 
•everal  wards,  boroughs,  and  townships,  for  a  irrui  of  five  yeais,  as  a  ma- 
jority of  the  voters  of  the  district  may  determine  hy  ballot  after  this  Con- 
stitution shall  l>e  adopted,  and  every  five  years  thereafter,  in  such  manner 
as  shall  be  directed  hy  law". 

Mr.  FcLLKR  said,  he  had  been  induced  to  offer  this  amendment,  be- 
lieving it  might  possibly  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  committee,— 
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He  ofiered  it  with  great  deference,  and  thought  that  it  might  induce  eoiit 
gentleman  to  suggest  a  proposition  more  acceptable  in  its  character,    b 
might  be  necessary  for  him  to  state,  in  a  few  words,  tome  advantages 
which  he  thought  tliis  amendment  possessed  over  others.     The  great  dih 
jection  which  had  been  urged  against  the  report  of  the  committee  was, 
that  it  did  not  provide  for  a  fixed  and  suitable  number  of  Justices.    That 
was  the  catis?  of  complaint  in  some  districts.     Many  had  more  ih:m  were  * 
neceasary,  and  had  to  sustain  a  larger  number  than  were  absohitely  ne- 
cessary foi  the  benefit  and  welfare  of  the  county  in  which  they  acted.-* 
This  was  a  question  of  very  great  importance,  and  the  various  proposi- 
tions which  had  been  made,  all  appeared  to  him  to  be  nbjeclionahle.    To 
govern  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  by  the  number  of  taxable t, 
might  act  oppressively  on  some  parts  of  the  State,  by  giving  them  man 
Justices  of  the  Peace  than  would  be  sufficient  for  them,  while  to  others  it 
would  not  npporiioti  enough.     There  are  many  districts  where  the  popu- 
lation is  agricultural,  which  do  not  require  so  many  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
as  where  the  population  of  the  districts  is  engaged  in  manufacUirtng  sad 
commercial  pursuits  and  improvements.     la  that  statement  every  gentle* 
man  would  bear  him  out     Could  there  he  any  reasonable  objection,  then, 
to  leave  this  to  be  regulated  by  the  people  of  the  districts,  in  their  aereiai 
boroughs,    wards,   and   townships  ?     Could  there  be  any  objection  to 
leaving  it  to  the  people,  in  their  several  boroughs,  wards,  and  townships, 
to  say  how  many  Justices  of  the  Peace  they  desire.     Would  it  not  bt 
productive  of  a  more  full  and  correct  expression  of  public  opinion  ?    Thi 
nnmber  would  thus  be  fixed  in  the  district,  and  it  would  require  a  majo* 
riiy  of  the  votes  to  say  how  many.     'I'his  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  best 
moiie  ^e  could  arrive  at  to  identify  the  number  of  Justices  propei  for  ea^ 
district.     As  to  leaving  it  to  the  Legislature  to  determine  the  number*  thit 
is  leaving  it  as  it  is  in  the  present  Constitution,  which  directs  that  a  cod- 
petent  number  be  appointed  for  an  indefinite  term — a  provision  which  hii 
led  to  the  abuses  which  have  been  complained  of.     The  number  is  oAeo 
greater  than  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the  district  w  ould  wish.     Anotho 
advantage  of  liis  amendment  was  this,  that  if  a  majority  of  the  voters  ofi 
district  should  decide  that  two  Justices  were  not  necessary,  in  those  di^ 
tricts  where  there  have  been  two,  one  of  them  could  be  dropped  at  tiM 
succeeding  election,  while  if  they  decided  that  one  was  not  enough,  they 
could  determine  to  increase  the  number.     'J'he  number  could  be  fiied 
more  understandin:  ly  by  the  people,  than  by  the  Legislature.     Every 
gentleman,  who  had  had  experience  in  the  Legislature,  was  aware  of  tbc 
manner  in  which  additional  Justices  of  the  Peace  were  assigned,  when  it 
was  left  in  the  hands  of  that  hody.     'i'he  influential  men,  in  any  one  dis- 
trict, could  so  arrange  the  malttr  as  to  have  an  additional  number  ip* 
pointed,  by  bringing  their  influence  to  hear  in  the  district,  and  upon  iht 
members  of  the  legislature.     It  allbrded  an  opportunity  to  gentlemen  lo 
influence  the  appointment  of  a  certain  number  of  Justices,  against  the 
sense  of  the  majority  of  the  people.     Fur  these  reasons  he  had  proposed 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  Earle  suggested  the  propriety  of  so  modifying  the  amendment, 
as  to  leave  the  term  of  years  to  be  fixed  by  the  people. 

Mr,  FuLLsa  modified  his  ameudmenl  according  to  this  suggestion. 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1887.  flW 

Mr.  Mkrrill  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question,  and  they 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  FoRWAKD  said  he  was  inclined,  for  the  present,  to  support  the 
amendment,  although  he  thought  the  phraseology  might  be  amended.  He 
wa<t  favorable  to  the  principle. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and  decided — yeas  54« 
navs  48— as  follows : 

Yeas — Mpffiro.  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Phibdelphin,  Butler,  Cleavinger,  Curll,  Darrah, 
Denny,  Pickernon,  Diilingcr,  Donnelly  Domn,  Earle,  Forward,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble, 
Gearhari,  Giimore,  Greneli,  Helffen^tcin.  Hii;ii,  Houpt.  Hyde,  Incernoll.  Keim,  Kerr, 
KrelM,  Mart'n,  M'Cahen,  M'Call,  M'Dowell,  Menil ,  Miller,  MontRomerv,  Myerp, 
Nevin.  Overfietd,  P<>ll>ck,  Porter,  of  Northampton.  Purvimce,  Read,  Riier,  Ritter,  Ro- 
gers, Saeger,  Sellers,  Schcctz,  Sill,  Smyth,  Snively,  Stick«l,  Swetlaiid,  Tag^art,  Young 
—54. 

NiT»— Me^sra.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Baldwin,  Banks,  Bnrclay.  Barndollar.  Bedfonl,  Bell, 
Biddle.  Brow  ',  of  Northampton,  C  ir  y,  Chamlierd.  (^h.iun^y,  Clarke,  of  B  'aver,  Clark, 
of  Daaphin,  Clarke,  of  Intiiani,  Clin  *,  Cocliran,  Craic^,  C  ain,  Crnm.  Cummin,  Dar- 
ling on,  Dunio  s  Farrelly,  Flemin?.  Harris,  Hastings  Hayhurnt,  Henderson,  of  Dau- 
phin, Hie<ter.  Iiopkinson,  Jenkf,  Kennedy,  Konigmirher,  MaMay,  M^Shcrrvi  M*rrditb, 
Kerkel,  Penny  packer,  Rei:;art,  Russell,  Scoit,  Son  ill,  Shcllito,  Sterigere,  Stevens, 
Tbomia,  Sergeant.  Prcaifient — 48. 

Mr.  DuNLop  had  a  few  words  to  say  to  his  constituents  in  ('Umherland, 
Franklin,  and  Adams,  on  this  subject.     He  understood,  when  he  came 
here,  that  a  change  would  be  made  in  the  system  of  Justices  of  the  Peace ; 
but,  he  felt  then,  as  he  felt  now,  that  a  mere  change  of  the  mode  of  crea- 
tion, taking:  it  from  the  hnn(!s  of  the  Executive,  and  civitig  it  into  the 
hands  of  tlie  people,  would  not  produce  the  effect  which  was  desired.— 
He  did  not  believe  now,  that  it  would  effect  the  object  which  was  contem- 
plated.    The  evil  lay  deeper — in  iho  jurisdiction  and  the  mode  of  emolu- 
ment by  fees.     He  did  not  believe  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  were  obnox- 
ions  to  the  sweeping  charges  which  had  been  made  against  them.     The 
majoiiiy  of  them,  he  believed,  to  be  men  of  character  and  integrity.  They 
would  do  credit  to  any  country.     They  wcie  made  of  the  same  stuff  as 
those  who  complained  of  them.     He  did  not  believe  that  they  were  the 
cause  of  the  evils  they  were  charged  with.     The  question  is — will  we 
egree  that  they  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor,  or  elected  by  the 
people  ?     He  came  here  prepared  to  limit  them  as  to  number,  leaving  the 
right  with  the  Governor  to  commission  them.     But  after  conversation 
•with  his  colleagues,  and  some  doliheration  on  the  subject,  he  had  deter- 
mined to  agree  to  their  elerlinn  by  the  people.     His  colleagues  were  of 
the  same  opinion.     On  tliis  grouiid,  he  would  now  slate,  tliey  had  deter- 
mined to  vote  for  a  ch:.nric  i;i  ilu?  Jnsticifs  of  the?  Peace,  as  reirards  the 
duration  of  iheir  t^rm,  and  lh<?tr  clfci  on.     If  he  had  to  select  between  th 
two  modes,  appointment  and  election,  lie  would  agree  to  :idopt  election.— 
It  would  decrease   ihe  p.'Jnmape  cl*  the  Governor  if  the  JusJliccs  were 
elected,  and  when  he  «:iw  that  ilierf^  were  ihree  thousand  six  hundred  and 
thirty-six  Justices  ol   the  Peace  in    Pennsylvania,  and  it  was  determined 
that  the  lerni  of  oflicc  should  be  limited  to  five  years,  it  became  manifest, 
that  throw iiJi^  the  appointment  of  all   these  Justicqs  in  the  hands  of  the 
Governor,  woulil  be  doubling  and  treblmg  the  palnmage  he  now  ha?,  after 
taking  away  from  him  the  appointment  of  all  other  otllcers.     It  would 
give  to  him  the  appointment  of  the  whole  number  every  five  years,  or 
•e\en  hundred  for  every  year,  dividing  ilie^wholc  number  by  live.    So 
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far,  tlicrefore,  from  reducing  the  patronage  of  the  Executive,  by  thro^i| 
these  appointments  into  his  hands,  it  would  be  but  increasing  that  patrofr 
age,  and  giving  him  a  firmer  hold,  and  political  grasp  of  the  CnmrnoB- 
wealth.  This  did  not  strike  his  mind  before.  It  would  hare  a  tendency 
to  lessen  party  asperity,  if  we  take  from  (he  dominant  party  the  pnwer  of 
selec liner  these  justices.  On  this  account,  he  was  disposed  to  sustaii 
these  officers,  and  on  the  ground  that  they  were  efficient,  and  that  the 
»(«plc  of  the  townships  would  be  the  best  judges  of  their  quaiificatiom, 
le  would  vote  in  favor  of  their  clecnon  by  the  people. 

The  present  evils  which  had  been  the  subject  of  complaint  arose  not  so 
much  from  the  mode  of  their  eleclicms  as  the  manner  of  ihfir  cnnfoimi- 
tion.  Some  future  legislature  would,  he  hoped,  He  induced  to  look  into 
tliis  subject.  Justices  were  always  open  to  complaints  of  partiality  he- 
cause  they  deriveil  their  pay  from  the  parties.  They  were  placed  in'snrh 
a  situation  that  they  could  not  give  satisfaction.  They  were  considered 
as  the  nt^cnts  of  the  plaintiffit.  Sometimes  a  man  went  to  a  Justice  and 
put  his  books  into  his  hands  for  collection  It  was  a  veiy  common  thinr 
to  go  to  a  Justice  and  ask  him  if  an  action  could  be  sustained.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  Justices,  as  a  body,  were  i^uch  bail  men  as  they  were 
represented  to  be.  The  romp'aint*?  against  tlirm  came  rhicfly  from  those 
'  '*  who  felt  the  halter  draw";  and  these  complaints  would  coniiune  unless 
some  other  mode  of  paying  them  should  be  adopted.  'J'h'y  had  now  a 
stximg  inducement  to  give  judgment  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff's,  and  wnuM 
he  supposed  to  he  actuated  by  that  indurement  whether  they  were  so  or 
not.  We  sliould  not  see  the  presmt  system  altered  until  the  members  of 
the  House  of  Reprepentatives  were  elecied  for  two  years,  because  it  was 
nearly  impossible  for  them  to  arrange  all  the  districts  connected  with  a 
new  system,  in  relation  to  these  officers  in  one  session.  Until  that  change 
was  made,  we  could  expect  no  amendment  of  the  system  from  the  Legis- 
lature. He  should  for  these  reasons  go  for  the  election  of  the  Justices  by 
the  people. 

Mr.  M 'Sherry  said — Mr.  Chairman  ;    The  question  now  before  the 
committee,  is  the  section  that  provides  for  the  election  of  Justices  of  tiie 
Peace  in  the  several  townships  of  this  Commonwealth  by  the  people,  in* 
stead  of,  as  at  present,  being  appointed  by  the  Governor,  and  to  reduce  their 
term  of  service  to  five  years.     On  this  question,  I  should  nut  have  trei- 
passed  on  the  time  of  the  committee,  but  for  a  remark  made  by  thegeod^ 
man  from  Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop,)  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,     lathe 
couxse  of  his  remarks,  he   stated  that  he  had,  when  he   first  came  hctei 
been    opposed  to  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  but  since,  oa 
consultation  with  the  members  of  his  senatorial  district,  he  had  changed 
his  mind  on  the  subject,  and  that  now,  he  and  and  all  the  members  of  the 
senatorial  district,  were  in  favor  oi^  their  election,  and  that  he  would  vote 
for  the  section  under  consideration.     As  I  am  one  of  the  delegates  fnm 
tliat  senatorial  district,  I  must  protest  against  the  gentiemairs  vouching  for 
my  vote  on  the  section,  as  I  have  been,  aiul  still  continue,  opposed  to  a 
change  of  that  part  of  the  Constitution.     Before  I  left  home,  and  on  my 
way  to  this  place,  and  at  our  county  town  during  the  time  of  the  eoart,! 
had  conversations  with  a  number  of  my  constituents  on  the  subject  of  the 
Convention.    'I'hey  Averc  generally  in  favor  of  the  present  Constirotioiii 
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and  opposed  to  a  change.  But  if  any  change  was  at  all  necessary,  they 
tiimiirht  that  the  pntronr^ge  of  the  Gtivernor  should  be  reduced,  by  (riving 
to  the  people  of  the  different  counties  the  election  of  their  county  officers  ; 
and  also,  to  reduce  the  term  of  residence  of  an  elector  toeotiile  him  to  vote, 
from  two  yenrs  to  one  year.  Tlicy  were  opposed  to  a  change?  of  the  tenure 
of  othce  of  the  Judges  of  the  several  courts,  ws  well  as  of  a  cliange  n 
relation  to  Justices  of  tlie  Peace.  'i*hc  ^cntleinm  now  says  he  ought  to 
have  made  the  exce|>tion  as  to  my  vote,  (low  the  other  delegniesof  the 
•i-natoriHl  district  mean  to  vote  on  this  subjcrt,  I  cannot  say.  I  shall  not 
take  the  liberty  to  answer  fur  them:  (hev  are  very  competent  to  answer 
for  themselves.  I  shall  consume  no  more  time  of  the  committee  to  give 
my  reasons  at  large  on  the  suhjcrt,  and  I  shall  content  myself  at  present 
by  aivinsf  my  vote  in  opposition  to  the  secii  n. 

Mr.  Head  moved  to  amend  the  report  by  inserting  after  the  word  ••town- 
ship" in  the  third  line,  the  words  **at  the  time  of  electing  other  ward, 
borough,  and  township  o(fic<'rs.''  His  object  was  to  fix  the  time  of 
electing  the  Justices  of  the  Peace. 

The  Chair  said  the  amendment  was  not  in  order. 

Mr.  Read  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

After  some  conversation  on  the  question  of  order,  in  which  Messrs. 
Clarke,  of  Iiuliana,  Strrigere,  Head,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  and 
Meredith,  took  part. 

The  Chair  said,  the  amendment  might  be  offered  as  an  amendment  to 
the  report, 

Mr.  Read  then  withdrew  his  appeal. 

The  Chair  stated  the  question  to  be  on  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Lycoming,  as  amended. 

Mr.  Reigart  s.ii«l — Mr.  (chairman  :  It  seems  to  be  the  general  senti- 
ment liere,  that  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Aldermen,  are  to  be  elected : 
none  here,  to  my  knowledge,  1ms  raised  his  voice  in  favor  of  the  present 
Constitution  on  ih  •  subject.  'J'he  general  cry  is,  strip  the  Executive  of 
all  patronage  whatever.  So  fashionable  has  this  become,  that  we  find  the 
gentleman  from  Franklin  (Mr.  Dunlop)  joining  in  the  general  cry,  who 
tells  us  that  the  prcf'cnt  race  of  Justices  arc  generally  said  to  be  the  mere 
agents  of  the  piaintifTs  wiio  employ  them,  llow  this  may  be  in  the  dis- 
trict which  that  gentleman  represents,  I  know  not;  but  I  assure  that  gen- 
tleman it  i:*  not  so  in  liie  county  of  L  measicr.  There,  Ma;;i^trates  usually 
hear  both  sides  of  the  question  ;  their  witnes>ses  arc  confronted  with  each 
otlier,  and  judgment  is  publicly  given.  Tiiat  gentleman  has  said  that  but 
few  judgments  are  ever  given  by  Justices  against  a  plaintiff;  tliat  they 
generally  prejudge  the  cause,  and  are  prepared  to  give  judgment  accotnl- 
mgly.  In  this  particular,  the  practice  before  Justices  (so  far  as  I  am  in- 
formed) dilfers  most  materially  in  our  respective  counties.  In  the  county 
of  Lancaster,  (to  the  honor  of  the  Justiees  be  it  said,)  I  have  very  rarely 
heard  any  such  allegation.  But,  sir,  for  the  sake  of  the  argument,  let  us 
suppose  the  gcnilctuctn  from  Franklin  be  correct  in  what  he  gives  us  as  the 
prevailing  sentiment  on  this  subject — will  the  cleciion  o(  the  Justices  of 
the  Pe-ice  cure  the  evil  if  Will  it  not  rather  make  it  more  intolerable?-— 
Will  not  the  ele.:tion  of  Justices  t)f  the  Peace  in  small  districts  render 
them  the  most  dependent  odicers  in  our  Gjverument?  Will  not  they  be 
much  more  likely  to  give  judgments  in  (favor  of  their  own  constitiieBts 
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against  ri^ht.  when  the  defendant  does  not  reside  in  their  district*  and  is 
not  one  of  their  constituents  ?  I  put  it  to  the  gentleman  from  FranUin 
to  say,  whetlicr  these  district  elections  are  not  calculated  to  contaminato 
and  poison  the  very  fnuntiiins  of  justice?  And  does  he  not,  by  voting  for 
thcnr  election,  i  lace  tliem  in  the  way  of  temptation?  If  we  are  to  hive 
these  officers  elected  by  the  people,  let  each  county  elect  by  general  ticket; 
thedangei  would  cerininiy  be  Ics-*  of  petting  b:id,  weak,  or  inefiirieni  cS- 
cers,  than  if  we  elect  hv  districts  ;  for  if  an  independent  and  upright  Justice 
oflended  »n  active  politician  in  his  neighborhood,  he  might  still  be  re- 
elected by  the  county,  but  never  in  the  district:  an  active,  zealous  politi* 
cian  would  break  him  down.  By  the  district  method  of  electing  Justices, 
the  ereat  pro'oability  is  lluit  we  should  get  mere  political  aspirants  for  onr 
Justices  of  tho  Pence,  oftentimes  without  qunlitication  of  almost  any  kind. 
I  am  aware,  sir,  that  men  and  things  sometimes  run  into  extremes :  jnst  so 
with  the  present  Constitution:  in  our  lage  to  abridge  executive  influenoe 
and  patronage,  wc  are  about  to  place  n  part  of  the  Judicial  branch  of  the 
Government  in  the  hands  of  the  politicians  :  I  say  politicians  only,  not  of 
the  people,  because  the  great  mass  of  the  people  rarely,  if  ever,  can  be 
got  to  attend  a  township  election  :  they  view  it  as  an  unimportant  matter, 
and  will  not  ait'-nd,  so  that  in  the  end  the  few  in  each  district  or  township 
M'ill  regulate  this  matter.  I  have,  however,  other  objections,  of  a  more 
general  nature,  against  llie  election  of  Judicial  officers ;  ihry  will  readily 
occur  to  every  man,  and  1  will  not,  therefore,  repeal  them  here.  I  in 
aware,  sir,  or  at  least  have  strong  grounds  to  believe,  that  the  Convention 
will  adopt  the  principle  of  electing  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  ;  nor  have  I 
risen  with  the  slightest  hope  of  convincing  any  here  of  the  impropriety  of 
this  course  ;  my  object  was  merely  to  fdace  before  my  constituents  some 
of  the  reasons  whicii  induce  me  to  give  my  vote  against  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Bell  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  addiug  to  the  end 
there  -f  the  following:  ''but  no  person  shall  be  twice  chosen  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  or  Alderman,  in  any  term  of  ten  years." 

Mr.  Bell,  said  there  might  appear  to  be  some  litde  appearance  of  incon- 
sistency between  this  and  the  amendment  he' had  moved  on  a  former  oo* 
casitm,  and  he  must  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee  for  a  short  tifflSi 
while  he  endeavored  to  explain  to  them,  as  briefly  as  he  could,  the  ttar 
sons  which  had  influenced  him  in  bringing  forward  this  amendment  It 
was  incumbent  upon  him  to  give  those  reasons,  and  although  he  could  not 
now  expect  to  command  the  attention  of  gentlemen,  s^till  he  asked  of  them 
sufficient  attention  to  enable  him  to  make  such  explanations  as  would  ex- 
onerate him  from  the  charge  of  incon.sistency  here.  He  had  oppooed 
restrictions  upon  the  people,  when  the  proposition  was  before  us,  for  the 
election  of  county  officers.  He  had  opposed  it  because  he  felt  it  to  be  hii 
duty  to  resist  all  re:stiiciions  upon  the  people  in  relation  to  the  election  oft 
class  of  officers  who  were  merely  ministerial  officers.  Up  to  this  day,  he 
was  opposed  to  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Peac«,  ana  he  was  oppoe* 
ed  to  their  cleclion,  becnuse  he  did  not  concur  in  the  principle  of  mixin| 
up  any  branch  of  the  Judiciary  with  our  populax  elections,  and  he  vti 
very  sorry  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  (Jndge 
Hupkinson},  who  had  always  advocated  the  ind(?pendence  of  the  Judiciarti 
in  recommending  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  his  report^  showd 
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hare  saerificad  a  principle  which  lay  at  the  very  root  of  the  Judiciary,  the 
independence  of  the  Magistracy.  If  2ny  hranch  of  the  Judiciary  should 
be  independent  it  uas  the  Ma^^istracy.  That  was.  a  branch  of  Uie  Judi- 
ciary which  has  an  immense  and  an  incalculable  influence  upon  tlie  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  the  community.  'J'he  influence  uf  that  branch 
upon  the  public  at  large,  was  far  greater  than  that  of  any  other  branch  of 
the  Judiciary.  Much  has  been  and  much  may  be  said  in  favor  of  the  su- 
perior Magistracy  of  Pennsylvania ;  but  every  argument  urged  in  their 
favor  applied,  with  redoubled  force,  upon  what  is  called  the  squirearchy  of 
the  State  by  a  gentleman  on  this  floor.  He  had  opposed  the  election  of 
these  oflUcers,  but  he  had  now  lost  all  hope  of  leaving  their  appointment  to 
the  Governor,  or  any  body  else  but  the  people ;  and  because  of  this,  he 
had  introduced  his  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  making  them  as  inde- 
pendent as  possible — not  independent  of  the  people,  but  independent  of 
themselves,  and  independent  of  the  bad  passions  of  human  nature.  He 
would  remove,  as  far  as  possible,  temptation  out  of  their  way,  that  they 
should  have  no  opportunity  of  shaping  their  judgments  so  as  to  obtain  a 
re-election.  How  would  it  be  if  they  were  elected  for  five  years,  and  then 
made  eligible  at  the  end  of  that  time  ?  Would  they  not  be  electioneering 
for  a  re-election  during  the  last  two  years  ?  Was  it  not  human  nature,  that 
they  would  desire  a  re-election  ?  Would  it  not  be  considered,  in  some 
degree,  a  disgrace  to  be  turned  out  by  the  people,  after  being  once 
elected  ?  He  would  ask  the  question,  then,  whether  it  was  not  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  they  should  be  made  independent  of  these  influen- 
ces. We  have  been  told  by  a  gentleman,  who  had  it  from  his  own  obser- 
vation, that  the  complaint  in  Ohio,  where  Magistrates  are  elected  every 
three  years,  was  that  they  were  truckling  to  men  of  wealth  and  influence 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  re-election.  They  will  look  to  their  party 
organization,  to  the  leaders  of  that  party,  and  to  the  influence  of  individu- 
als, in  the  little  society  which  surrounds  them,  for  aid  at  their  eletstion,  and 
how  was  it  to  be  supposed  that  they  could  do  justice  between  these  per- 
sons,, and  others  from  whom  they  had  nothing  to  expect.  He  had  heard 
a  great  deal  of  the  uprightness  and  honesty  which  was  to  be  expected  from 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  which  w^ere  to  be  chosen  by  the  people.  He  was 
willing  to  admit  that  many  of  them  might  come  up  to  all  that  had  been 
said  in  relation  to  them  by  gentlemen ,  but  if  any  of  them  were  not  honest 
before  they  were  elected,  the  oflice  would  not  clothe  them  with  honesty, 
nor  would  it  raise  them  above  the  fallabiliiy  of  poor  human  nature.  It  was 
human  nature  to  look  to  self.  Then  how  aie  we  to  preserve  them  from  temp- 
tation? How  are  we  to  preserve  this  inferior  temple  of  justice  pure  and  sacred? 
It  was  only  to  be  done  by  making  them  ineligible  after  their  flrst  election. 
What  objection  could  tliere  be  to  this  plan  ?  Some  Gentlemen  had  said 
they  should  be  retained  in  oflico  for  the  purpose  of  securing  capable 
men.  Why,  there  was  to  be  found  in  every  township  plenty  of  men  ca- 
pable to  fill  this  oflice,  so  that  that  would  be  no  objection  at  all.  It  seem- 
ed now  to  be  settled  that  their  election  was  to  be  given  to  the  people,  and 
it  was  too  late  to  urge  objections  on  that  ground ;  but  he  wished  to  place 
them  in  such  a  situation,  that  they  might  not  be  able  to  exercise  an  impro- 
per jurisdiction  over  the  fortunes  and  the  happiness  of  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth.  He  wished  to  place  them  m  such  situation,  as  to  re- 
moTS  them  from  all  temptation,  so  that  they  might  not  make  use  of  Ibe 
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11  f  I  rr.(e  vlirli  \\:v\t  rf  rrs  pj  ve  il  en.  Icr  il  e  piiri  rfe  if  sr  c-i.rii  g  ihitf 
re-cl(-(*>i*  n.     lit*  I  sd  \ru(l  !'gi:ii  tt  »   fciiiiUr  ]ICM^i^n    u    ilib,  in  rcgiiii! 
til  rcnaii!  miiustciial  ofl'rers.     He  IimI  vital  agnii  fri  icsirnin  ng  the  )eo- 
p'e  in  the  e!ei'ti(Mi  of  their   Proth*  notniies   and   county   oilicc  rs  ;  and  lie 
had  done  so,  Kimjly,  bee:. use  iluse  officeis  |  o^sl-^fieil  r.o  i^atrcnsi^*  and 
ii  flueice.  whirl,  ci  uhi,  in  m  y  wny,  be  n^td  in  the  injury  of  tLe  ci  n.uo- 
niiy  at  lanr«'.     Then,  ihe  (u:\\  qia  sticn   wip,  whether  iheie  wr.ti  ai  y  (JiP 
f*-iti!Ci'  between  .1  efc  n.cn  minittcriiit  <  f1  r(  is.  »i  d  Jiistict  s  of   tht-  I'e^re. 
Hi  niM-e  \ii\  ti  eie  w:'^  a  n  ;  rl  vi\  dillVicnci  — a  differ*  wcv  wh'u  h  mi.'Si  U 
seoM   •'  Hh'  fir  I    lii:  h*   1  y  eu'iy  p(■»^on  who  t»x;  mi  ed  the  Miljt-ii.    'Ih* 
ni' re  I-  uni>  'fSe:  (( i.  i.  (xcicj'e  i  o  ii  l.uu  ce.  wl.ijic\er,  c%i'i  ihf}io- 
pl<     I'  ;i  err.iiiy  :  win  v  i:  n  \'>i  he  adn.i  cd.  on  all  h:.n«  s,    that   tlie  iiifiu- 
vv.ii'  sMiii  I M  wtT.  wl  !( h  a  IMi.j  *.t  Vi  le  l.siil  it  in  hi^  ])«  wer  to  fxerc-ist-  oi« 
the  p(*or  <  1  :i  township,  w.  s  \ei\  unat.    Beh.ie  his  election  mmes  on,  lie 
may  8    shiij  e  hi*  jndi'o  cms  ;intl  dc»Tee>,  as  to  secure    his  ic-e.'ecin  i:.^ 
Tbis.  .V1:sgiKt  :it'S.  nntl*  uhtedly,  n.ioln  do.  and  ti  ey,  iiiidouhiiHily,  wmlJ 
d'   it«  if  ue  p:  V(  thi  ni  i!  e  (^ppcnnniiy.     Was  it  i  ot.  then,  i  f  ti.e  uiUiOit 
infirtmn,  th;t  we  .*  i  en:d  n  mou^  in  m   ihcm  every  thing  \\huh  xnuU 
b  \c  a  lendeney  to  t(  n.ji  il  cm  iicni  the  p:>th  of  luiy,  so  cs  lu  t  to  j-eimit 
t1:(  rn  to  ronselt  tlx  ir  i  c  sire  ef  pr(>n  otion  :  ni.  fcelinf.^  (f  i.n.biiii  n,  ii:  the 
ailniini^'trfiiion  ol  ju^t:cx'.     He  had  tl  ciight  it  to  he  his  «!ii!y  to  biingfnr- 
waid  lb  8  propo>iiion  lor  the  re:  hons  he  h:.d  given ;  and  nil  hr  asked  foril 
was,  rl  calm,  candiii  and  dif passionate  consideratic  n:    and  if  it  nrs  not 
agreed  in.  he  would  sul  mil  cheerfully  :  but,  in  conclusion,  be  would  ask 
of  genii  men,  whether,  if  they  left  these  uffcers  elif^ihle   for  a  ferond 
term,  tbey  would  not  give  them  the  epportunily  of  violating  law  and  jus* 
tire,  and  every  tbing  else,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  tbeir  election  ;  and 
whether  it  was  not  our  imperious  duty  to  place  them  in  surb  situation,  as 
to  leave  tbem  to  exercise  their  ( Jllcial  duticjt,  wiib  hor.or  to  ibemselvN, 
and  with  benefit  to  the  whole  people  of  their  district,  as  well  the  poor  and 
the  weak,  as  the  rich  and  powerful. 

Mr.  HopKiNsoN  rose  to  reply  to  a  remark  which  bad   fallen  Irom  the 
gentleman  fr  m  Cbesier,  that  be  (Mr.  H.)  bad  compromised  tbe  indepeD- 
dence  of  tbe  Judiciary,  by  tbe  report  for  tbe  election  of  Justices  of  tlie 
Peace.     This  was  not  the  first  time  that  this  opinion  bad  been  expressed 
bere,  and  be  had  submiied  to  it,  hecanse  he  knew  tbe  time  would  come 
when  be  would  be  able  to  explain  fully  bis  views  on  tbis  subject.    The 
gentleman  had  regreted  that  in  tbe  report  of  tbe  fifth  article  ol  the  CoDsti- 
tution,  be  (\Ir.  II.)  bad  consented  to  sacritice  the  indcpendeniH?  of  the 
Judiciary.     It  was  the  last  thing  he  knew  of  on  earth,  whicb  he  woold 
consent  to  sacrifice.     He  was  not  iro  Inst  to  his  duty,  to  himself,  and  tu  hia 
country,  as  to  inuko  any  sucb  sacritice.     When  the  subject  comes  fairly 
up,  and  when  the  fifth  article  of  tbe  Constitution  shall  be   under  conside- 
ration, be  thought  be  would  be  able  to  satisfy  the  gentleman  from  Ches- 
ter, and  every  other  gentleman  in  tbe   (convention,  that  be  bad  not  and 
would  not  sacrifice  one  jot  or  tittle  of  tbe  ind<  pendencc  of  the  Judiri:rT. 
It  was  not  tbe  proper  place  now  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  this  kind, 
and  all  be  asked  of  gentlemen  was  to  stispend  their  opinion  until  he  hid 
the  opportunity  of  acquitting  himself  of  this  chaise.     He  should  vote 
against  giving  the  election  of  Judges  to  the  people,  aiid  against  ereij 
•imiiar  proposition. 
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Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  should  vote  against  the  proposition  of  the  gen* 
tleman  from  Chester,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  prevail.  The  gentleman 
and  himsfcif,  by  some  me-ins  or  other,  had  exchanged  sides,  as  he  had 
voted  against  ihc  rotation  principle  the  other  day,  and  called  it  a  restric- 
tion of  the  people,  and  now  he  comes  forward  with  a  similar  restriction. 
If  the  gentleman  would  so  shiipe  his  amendment,  as  to  mnke  it  the  two 
term  principle,  he  (Mr.  C.)  would  go  with  him;  because  he  thought  if 
they  gilt  a  gnud  M:i«ristnite,  they  ought  to  give  the  penple  the  opportunity 
of  re-electing  him  at  the  end  of  Hve  years.  There  appeared  to  him  to  be  an 
inconi^istency  in  introducing  this  amendment.  It  was  admited  there  were 
evils  in  relation  to  this  mntier,  and  we  must  balance  these  evils,  as  we 
cinnot  get  rid  of  thorn  all.  What  was  the  evil  complained  of  by  the  gen* 
t1em:in  ?  It  was  that  thr:  Magistnite  would  so  shape  his  course  as  to  pro- 
cure his  re-olpction.  Ha  admitted  that  they  were  liable  to  this  temptation; 
but  on  the  other  h:md,  there  are  evils  to  be  looked  to.  It  must  be  recol- 
lected that  the  Magistrates  keep  a  docket.  He  did  not  know  that  it  could 
properly  be  c:illed  a  reconl,  but  it  was  a  kind  cif  record,  nnd  many  suits 
which  were  entered  thereon,  woidd  be  in  a  state  of  progress-— some  would 
be  just  c.'unmenred^ — some  would  be  further  on,  and  some  would  be  near 
their  close  ;  well,  what  was  to  become  of  these  suiu?  Wns  the  docket  to 
be  transfered  in  the  ne^  olTicer,  and  he  to  proceed  with  them  as  they 
stooti  there ;  or  wotdd  t'le  persrms  bringing  these  suits,  have  to  go  to  a 
new  Matristrate,  and  begin  in  a  manner  de  novo?  Were  new  judgments 
to  be  taken  out,  or  were  the  old  judgments  to  be  renewed  by  Hcire  facioi^ 
or  somethinor  of  this  kind  ?  If  so,  it  wotdd  increase  the  cost,  and  make  it 
extremely  burthensome  upon  the  poor  man.  He  took  it.  that  by  sittempt^ 
in?  Ui  avoid  one  evil,  the  gentleman  had  got  intfi  a  greater  one.  ISesides, 
if  the  Magistrate  was  a  good  man,  his  experience  would  l>e  worth  some* 
thing,  which  W(?  would  have  the  benefit  of,  an  I  if  he  wa<«  not  a  good  man, 
he  c:)Uld  bo  remnved  by  the  people  at  the  end  of  his  iirst  term.  If  the 
gentleman  would  modify  his  motion,  ^o  as  to  allow  these  ofUcers  to  be 
elected  f  )r  two  terms,  he  did  not  know  but  that  he  would  go  for  it;  but  as 
it  stood  at  present,  he  must  vote  against  it,  and  he  hoped  it  might  not  be 
adopted. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Hell  was  then  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  Hastinos  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  adding  the  follow- 
ing :  '*  provided  th^t  no  more  tlian  three  shall  be  elected  in  any  ward, 
borough,  or  township*'. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  remarked,  that  he  could  see  no  use  in  binding 
the  people  hand  and  foot.  There  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  great  disposi- 
tion here  to  enslave  the  people  of  the  (yommou  wealth  He  could  not  vote  for 
any  proposition  which  went  to  shackle  them.  We  had  already  determined 
that  the  elections  should  be  held  by  the  people  in  each  borough,  ward,  and 
township.  Thit  was,  if  he  understood  it,  thi?  proposal  of  the  amendment 
of  the  gentlemcm  from  Fayette.  And,  after  having;  left  it  to  the.n.  we  now 
•ay  that  th'y  sh  dl  have  no  voice  in  it.  After  having  given  them  the  pri- 
▼ile£e  i)f  electing  as  many  as  they  please,  wu  now  turn  round  and  say 
that  they  are  to  elect  but  three.  If  tli.^y  are  not  fit  for  self*govemm3nt, 
he  would  be  glad  if  gentlemen  would  say  so,  and  not  slip  it  in  aide* 
wayt. 
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The  queitioQ  was  taken  on  the  amendment  to  the  mmendmeiiti  nd  it 

was  negatived. 

The  qneation  then  recured  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  •■  amended. 

Mr.  Darrah  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  Farrelly,  of  Crawford,  was  oppused  to  the  amendment,  and  pit- 
fered  the  report  of  the  committee  to  it,  because  the  eflfect  of  it  was  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  Justices  unnecessarily.  He  would  much  rather  that 
the  number  should  be  left  to  the  decision  of  the  Legislatuie. 

Mr.  AoNEw,  of  Beaver,  would  vote  against  the  amendment.  In  his 
opinion,  all  the  arguments  which  had  been  urged  in  support  of  it  had  en- 
tirely failed  to  prove,  that  it  would  at  all  restrict  the  number  of  Justices. 
Aspirants  and  influential  men  would  combine  together.and  the  consequence 
would  he  to  increase  the  number  of  Justices  indefinitely.  He  was  oppo- 
sed to  the  term  of  five  years,  as  being  too  short,  and  having  a  tendency 
to  abridge  the  independence  of  the  Justices-— besidesv  it  opened  the  door 
to  great  evils  and  inconveniences. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment  as  amended,  and  it  was 
decided — yeas,  54 ,  nays,  53 — as  follows : 

Ybas — Memra.  Bnks.  BtHlfonl,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  PhiUpliiUB, 
Butler,  CI  sTingpr.  Oniri,  Cummin,  Cur:I»  Dumb,  Denny,  Dickeriton,  Dillingrr,  Oivn, 
ForwMrd,  Fry,  Fuller,  Giimhie,  G.lmorc,  Grcnell,  HavbufMt,  HrlfTrniitrtn.  Hi^h,  H\^ 
IngerAoll,  Keim,  Krnnrd y,  Ke  r,  Kretis,  Martin.  M^Cahen,  M*Call,  M^DoweX  Merril, 
Milln-,  MonigMmery,  Myrw,  Nevju,  Overfield,  Piil.'ork,  Purtrr,  of  Noitliampton.  Pm^ 
vianre,  Riti>r,  R  tier,  Rogem,  Saeger,  Sellers,  SCiieetx,  ShcUito,  Sill,  Smjtb,  Sliels}, 
BwftlanJ,  Tagqnrt— 54. 

Natk — M^wrs.  Agnew,  Ayres,  BaMwin,  Barclay,  Barndollar,  Bamirs,  BaTV,  BrH, 
B.'dclle,  Bonham,  Carey,  Ohamliera.  Ohauncey,  Clarke,  of  Be-iver,  Clark.  <if  D  n|liai 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cline.  Cochran,  Cope,  Crum.  Darlington,  Doiinell.  Danlop.  E.irlt, 
Far  rely,  Fleming,  Gearhart,  Harria,  iIaR(ing^  Hrndtrson,  of  Danphin,  HopkinsnB, 
Houpt,  Jenks,  Konigmacher,  Maclay,  M*Sherry,  Mprrditli,  Merkel,  Pcnnypacker,  For 
trr,  of  Lancaster,  Reigart,  Read,  Russell,  Scott,  Serrill,  Snively,  Sterigerr,  Steveai^ 
Thomas,  Todd,   Weidman,  Young,  Sergeant,  Preaitient — 63. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Baldwin,  the  committee  rose  and  reported  progzefs- 
The  Convention  then  adjourned. 


FRIDAY,  JriY  7,  1837. 

Mr.  Grenell,  of  Wayne,  moved  that  the  Convention  reconsider  the 
vote,  hy  which  the  resolution  offered  a  few  days  ago,  by  tlic  gentlenu 
from  Munroe,  (Mr.  Overfield)  fixing  the  adjoummoiu  of  the  ConveniioB 
for  the  Mth  of  July,  to  meet  ngnin  un  the  10th  of  Octohcr,  had  l>een  re- 
jected. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  hoped  the  Conveniion  would  not  reconsUff 
the  resolution,  which  was  in  an  imperfect  state.  He  did  not  heliere  thflt 
twenty  could  be  found  to  vote  for  meeting  here  in  October,  and  be  woiild 
not  be  willing  to  tnkc  up  the  resolution,  with  its  rigul  tyrant— the  prsricnzi 
question— -attached  to  it,  cutting  off  nil  amendments.  Let  a  new  resoluHoa 
be  oirered,  which  could  be  fairly  considered,  without  a  fpig  between  oor 
teeth. 
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Mr.  Rbad,  of  Susquehanna,  naked  if  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Presi- 
dent, that  the  reconsideration  would  not  bring  up  the  previous  question.-— 
He  would  not  vote  for  the  resolution,  unless  with  an  ametidment.  He 
would  a^e  to  go  away,  so  as  to  meet  here  again  on  the  1st  of  Septein* 
ber.  Then  there  would  be  a  reasonable  pro<pect  of  avdiding  a  collision 
with  the  Legislature.  If  we  were  to  meet  again  in  October,  it  would 
brinsT  us  in  collision  with  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Earle,  of  Philadelphia,  would  vote  for  a  proper  resolution,  but 
not  for  reconsideration  with  the  gai;  law,  so  as  to  cut  off  all  amendment. 
He  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  reconsider,  and  decided-— 
yeas  47,  nays  56— as  follows  : 

Ykan — Mi*tirs.  Barclay,  Biddlc,  Brown,  of  Nnrthampton,  Carey,  Chamhers.  Chaun- 
c«j,  Criig,  Cummin,  Ciirll,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dili  n^er,  Parreily,  Forward,  Fry.  Ful- 
ler. G-enell,  Ha8rin{^,H*n'ler4nn.  of  Allegheny.  Houpt,  Hvde,  Jenk«  Kennedy.  KrAha, 
Miiclay, Minn,  Martin,  M*Cjhpn.  M*C ill, Merrill,  Miller.  Mvera,  Overfieid,  Pennypacker, 
Pull-vk.  Portrr,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Northnrnpton,  R<i;art.  Riter,  RuhrcII,  Saegar, 
Scott,  8e  I  'ra,  Serrill,  Bcheetz,  Hill.  8nively,  Swetl.m  I.  ^^ergeanr,  Prrtulent — 47. 

Natb— MiMsra  Af^new,  Ayres  Baldwin,  BAnki,  B  irnilollar,  Birniiz,  liayne,  Beilford, 
Bc*IU  Bonh-im,  Brown,  of  Phil  idelphia,  Butler,  Chandler,  of  Philadelpliia,  Clarke,  of 
Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indian^i,  Cline,  CuchMn,  Ciain,  Crum,  Cun- 
ningh'im,  Darmh,  Dicker^n,  Doran,  Dun  lop,  Earle,  Fleming,  Gamble,  Gea  hart,  Gil- 
more,  Harri4,  Hiyharst;  HclflT'natein,  HieatT,  High,  IFopkinson,  Keim,  Kerr,  Konig- 
macher,  M^Sherry,  Mi'rcJith,  Merkel,  Monti^omery,  Nevin,  Purvianco,  Road,  Kilter, 
Bhellito,  Smyth,  8ieri3:ere,  Stevens,  Stickel,  Taggart,  Thomaa,  Todd,  Weidman — 56. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  moved  to  take  up  the  following  resolu- 
tion, offered  bv  Mr.  Reioart,  of  Lancaster. 

m 

Rgtohcd,  l^at  thia  Convention  do  udjourn  on  the  lat  day  of  July  next,  and  meet 
■gain  on  the  16th  of  October,  in  the  city  of  LancaUrr**. 

The  question  hcinj^  on  the  second  rcadinor  of  the  resolution,  the  yeas 
and  nays  were  ordered  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Kbim,  of  Bcrk^,  and  the 
question  being  taken,  it  was  decided — ^yeas  G7,  nays  4'Z — as  follows  : 

YaiB — Meaara.  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Barnitz,  Dtxlfurd,  Bell,  Biddir,  Brown,  of  North' 
■mpton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Carey,  Chamhcra,  Chandler,  of  Philadelphiu,  Chaun- 
eey,  Cleavingcr,  Copp,Crais:,  Crum,  Carnmin,  (^unninghum,  Curll,  Darlington,  Drnny, 
Dillin^r,  Donagan,  F.irrrlly,  Forward,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gilmorc,  Gronell.  Harria,  Ilaatinga, 
Benderaon,  of  Alleguony,  Hopkinnon,  Houpt.  Hyde,  Jenka,  Konigmacher,  Krcb^i,  Mu- 
clay,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Cahcn,  M'Call,  Mi  rriil.  Miller,  Myera,  Overfieid,  Penny  packer. 
Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Reii^art,  Read,  Ritcr,  Roper?, 
Roaaell,  Saegar,  Scott,  Sellers,  S4.'ri-lll,  Schcetz,  Sill,  Snivcly,  Swrtland,  Todd,  Wcid- 
man — 67. 

NiT.r — Mc;Mr&  Axnevv,  Ayre«.  Binka,  Barndollar.  Bayne,  Bonhtim,  Butler,  Clarke, 
of  Dejver,  Clark,  (if  D.nphin.  CUrke. ofinuiaua,  Ciinc,  CiH'hian,  Crjin,  Darmh.  Dick- 
•raon,  Doran.  Oun'itp,  Ca>'le,  Ficmin-j.  Ciiim'.ilc,  (.voarhart,  Hayhur^t,  HelfTcn^tein,  Hic»- 
ter,  Hi^h,  Keim,  Kerr.  M'Sherry,  Men-Jiih.  Morklo,  Montmiinery,  Nevin,  Purviance, 
Ritter,She!lito,  dmyth,  Sterigcie,  i^tcvfns,  Siickd,  Taij^art,  Thomas,  Sergeant,  Preai- 
deiit — 13. 

The  resolution  wns  then  road  a  second  time. 

Mr,  Rkiqart  modified  the  resohiiion,  so  as  to  read  ♦*  Friday,  July  14", 
instead  of  ♦*  Isi  of  July". 

Mr.  Read,  of  i^usquehnnna,  m:)vcd  to  amend  the  resolution,  hy  striking 
out  all  after  the  word  **  R  ^solved",  and  inscriing  as  follows  :  **  That  this 
Convention  will  adjourn  on  Friday,  the  14th  of  July  instant,  and  meet 
agaioi  at  this  place,  on  the  Ist  day  of  September  next". 
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Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  moved  to  amend  ihe  amendment,  by  8trikingoat 
•*  I4lh",  and  inseriini;  **i\veniy-pecond". 

Mr.  Head  arcepieT  the  amend mciit  as  a  modi(iration.  If  this  nmend* 
ment  was  agree  1  lo,  he  would  vote  f«)r  the  resohnion,  but  he  would  not 
vote  for  any  which  postpone.*  ihe  meoiinir  heyond  the  1st  or  4ih  of  Sep- 
tember. Th3  TiMson  which  h.id  heon  operating  in  favor  of  adjournment, 
was  to  nvnid  the  hot  months  of  July  an  J  AuLnist.  The  resolution,  u 
amended,  ihcrcfon*,  wonUI  effect  the  nhjei-t  of  those  who  deemed  this  si- 
tuation unheahhy,  thiring  ihese  months,  lie  thoui^ht,  however,  that  there 
was  not  a  more  hrnlthy  pUice  in  all  Peiuisylvaniu.  If  we  are  to  meet 
about  the  1st  of  September,  we  mipht  possihly  ^et  ihrouo-li.  without  the 
inr.onvetiience  or  lahor  of  bein^r  here  at  the  same  lime  with  the  j^enifh* 
lure.  Three  months  mi^ht  be  sufficient  to  p;'ifect  our  labors,  lie  wished 
t')  avoid  :i  (change  of  h*caiion,  and  a  varution  of  six  weeks  would  be  siiffi- 
cient.  After  this  cnniiniianceofuMinterrupifd  la'»or,  a  rrcess  was  requisite 
to  enable  members  to  recruit  them  selves,  and  to  consider  maucis  as  ther 
ought  lo  do.  lie  thouirht  there  was  no  reasonable  ohjectlon  to  the  amend- 
ment, as  ihe  weather  he^ins  to  bo  cooUt  in  Sep:embrr. 

Mr.  Darling  lox,  of  Chester,  moved  to  amend,  by  striking  out  "22d'', 
and  mserting  '•  I5ih". 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Niirthampton,  suguesied  to  the  gentleman  from  Chesier, 
(Mr.  Dakmngton)  to  modify  his  amendment,  so  as  to  make  the  day  of 
meeting  ihti  ••  sixlecfifh  (if  Ortnber",  and  to  strike  out  the  words  •*  at  this 
place*',  and  the  amendment  was  so  mddified  by  the  movei. 

Mr.  8t:-:vkns,  of  Ad  ims.  said,  he  hoped  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment would  not  he  adopted.  If  we  come  hack  on  the  lOlh  of  October, 
wti  shall  only  come  h.iek  to  adjourn  again,  with  a  new  charge  of  mileage 
home,  atul  inilea^ic  haek  again,  douiding  what  it  would  be,  if  wc  ilid  not 
adjourn  until  our  labors  were  finished.  No  one  could  8up|>nse  that  we 
were  half  through  the  firsit  reading;  and,  when  we  come  back  refreshed, 
our  store  houses  piled  up  with  new  ideas,  we  shoiiUl  not  get  through  in  three 
months,  and  then  the  JA'gislature  would  meet  here.  Striking  out  **  this 
place''  would  he  tantamount  lo  adjournment  to  meet  in  this  Hall,  because 
tiie  law  fixes  this  as  the  place,  unless  otherwise  ordered.  If  we  were  to 
come  back  on  the  Itith  of  October,  let  it  he  known  we  mean  to  Cfine 
here,  and  sit  a  little  time,  and  do  another  little  patch  of  business,  and  then 
adjourn  some  where  else,  at  a  new  charge  to  the  State.  '  He  asked  fur  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  the  amendment  to  tlic  amendment. 

Mr.   M  (yAiiEN,  of  Philadelphia  :  Every  gentleman  comes  here  to  art 
according  to  his  best  jud^rment.     Too  mucti  had  been  said  about  expenses. 
Convenlions  of  this  cliaractei  were  seldom  called  together,  and  the  penple 
would  not  look   at  the  expense.     He    thought    it   would  subserve  (he 
interests  of  the  Commonwealth,  that  we  should  adjourn.     The  public 
mind  was  disordered,  and  was  not  able  to  turn  that  attention  to  the  siiljfct 
which  its  importance  demanded.     Mueh  had  been  said,  which  was  calcu- 
lated to  injure  the  character  of  this  Convention,  and  to  make  it  unpopulaf. 
It  was  proper  and  becoming,  in  every  gendeman,  to  dis«-ard  all  efforts  at 
political  elteet,  and  go  on  calmly  and  deliberately  with  ihe  public  bu^iiim* 
In  reference  to  his  pi'rsonal  feelings,  he  was  indifferent  whether  the  Con- 
vention adjourned  or  not.     Some  newspaper  had  made  it  the  subject  o(  i 
frave  charge,  Uiat  ihtt  Conveniion  had  consumed  eight  days  in  comm'iwtui 
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the  whole,  on  the*  article  conreniingthe  right  of  siiffragp,  while  it  miiPtbc  no- 
torious, iliai  ih»'  New  York  C«  n\eiition  were  enpj'ged  in  the  coi  sideration  of 
this  impnriiintsiiliject  for  six  weet-s,  and  were  then  conipelhd  to  rernnimit 
it.  We  should  not  dispose  of  tlicse  iinporiani  matti'rs  too  lightly,  and,  how- 
ever unple.iisant  it  might  be  to  some  lo  sit  and  listen  to  debates,  it  was  a  duty 
which  every  genth  man  oued  to  h  s  constituents,  to  deliver  his  sentiments. 
'J  he  humi)i(8i  individual  here  might  throw  out  somethiitg  of  advantage.— 
On  reflection,  much  cause  for  ch<ingc  might  be  discovered,  and  the  views 
of  gentlemen  would  become  more  m.itured.  Considerations  of  mere  ex- 
pense outiht  10  be  discarded.  The  expense  of  mileage  was  certainly 
something  to  lu:  thought  of,  but  the  real  question  was  the  business  before 
us.  He  was  satisHed,  that  his  constituents  woidd  sanction  him  in  pur- 
suintr  that  course,  which  would  conduce  the  most  eiTectually  to  the  proper 
diM'haipe  of  tie  duties  for  which  they  were  sent  here. 

Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union,  stated  that  to  him  it  vfnB  but  a  matter  of  indif- 
fen  nee  wl.e  her  we  go  on  or  adjourn.  Then,  he  would  :8k,  how  was  it 
to  be  av<  ided?  Gentlemen  who  were  indisposed,  could  not  come  here, 
and  their  opinions  could  not  be  ascertained.  He  thought  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  Convention  were  now  proceeding  was  very  tmsatisfactory. 
He  was  as  anxious  as  any  ^(?ntleman  present  to  finish  the  business,  and 
get  home,  but  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  to  be  done.  He  felt 
great  repugnance  to  going  home  to  return  again  to  finish  his  labors.  He 
thought  with  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens^  that  if  we  should 
meet  again,  we  should  not  dispose  of  our  business  by  the  time  the  Legis- 
lature met,  and  would  probably  have  to  adjourn  The  health  of  members 
loo,  he  conceived,  wcmld  be  in  greater  jeopaniy  if  we  returned  here  in 
Septemb  r,  than  it  would  be  if  we  continued  here  till  that  time.  Under 
all  the  circumstances,  then,  which  he  had  stated,  he  would  vote  for  an 
adjournment,  though,  he  confessed  that  he  would  rather  the  Convention 
should  adjourn,  at  once,  till  next  spring. 

Mr.  Kerr,  of  Washington,  said  he  was  anxious  as  any  gentleman  could 
be  to  return  home  ;  hut,  inasmuch  :  s  he  came  here  to  perform  a  great 
and  important  public  duty,  he  felt  himself  bound  to  discharge  it — to  sacri- 
fice his  pri\ate  interest  for  the.  public  good.  He  was  sure  that  if  the 
membeis,  generally,  enteitained  this  feeUng,  another  day  would  not  be 
lost  in  debating  a  question  of  adjournment.  Two  very  important  ques- 
tions, upon  which  the  people  expected  this  Convention  to  act,  had  not 
yet  hcen  decided — the  one  related  to  the  patronage  of  the  Governor,  and 
the  other  to  the  Judiciary.  He  tliought,  though,  perhaps,  he  might  be 
wrong,  that  it  was  the  design  of  some  gentlemen  to  shun,  if  possible,  the 
Judiciary  question.  If  the  adjournment  should  prevail,  it  was  probably 
hoped  that  something  would  turn  up  to  prevent  any  alteration  of  the  Con- 
stitution on  that  subject.  Notwithstanding,  that  it  must  be  admited  this 
C(mveniion  was  attended  with  consiJerable  expense,  yet  the  expense  was 
not  gieater  than  was  incuied  by  the  sitting  of  the  Legislature,  it  being 
composed  of  a  greater  number  of  members  than  this  body.  It  must, 
however,  be  admited  that  the  expense  was  great ;  but,  he  believed  that  if 
the  Convention  should  adjourn  to  meet  again,  its  session  would  be  pro« 
longed  for  at  leiist  two  months.  That  w^s  his  candid  opinion.  His  sin- 
cere belief  was,  that  if  the  question  was  once  put  to  rest,  and  a  deienni- 
nation  come  to,  not  to  adjourn  until  the  Convention  should  have  got 
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through  it8  business,  or  at  least,  disposed  of  eveiy  article  of  the  Consti- 
tution in  committee  of  the  whole,  this  body  might  adioum  at  no  vm 
remote  day.  He  protested  against  the  question  of  adjournment  bemg 
coniinually  brought  up,  as  it  had  been.  The  consequence  of  it  was  lo 
force  the  i'onveniion  into  an  adjournment.  When  the  subject  was  np  the 
other  day,  the  gentleman  from  Frankhn  took  occasion  to  say  that  the  Con- 
vention were  Incuiing  the  monstrous  expense  of  one  thousand  one  hon- 
dred  dollars  per  day,  and  that,  in  consequence,  it  was  becoming  unpopular 
with  the  people.  Now,  if  that  were  really  the  fact,  then  he  (Mr.  Kerb) 
would  say  the  sooner  we  brought  oitr  business  to  a  close  the  better.  The 
very  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Franklin  only  went  to  show  the 
necessity  of  bringing  our  business  to  a  conclusion  as  speedily  as  possible. 

Mr.  Martin,  of  Philadelphia,  said  that,  under  existing  circumstances, 
there  was  no  hope  of  getting  through  the  business  satisfactorily.  We 
should  be  able  to  get  very  near,  if  not  quite  through,  the  first  reading  of 
all  the  articles  of  the  Constitution  by  the  lime  stated  in  the  resolution 
when  we  should  adjourn.  The  time  of  meeting  again,  he  thought  a  litlk 
too  early,  bui  to  that  he  should  make  no  objection.  He  wished  tlie  Con- 
vention would  agree  to  meet  in  Philadelphia.  He  could  get  a  half  t 
dozen  suitable  places  there  in  one  day  for  the  Convention.  The  membeis 
of  this  bodv,  he  said,  were  worn  out  and  worn  down.  He  saw 
some  here  now,  who  ought,  in  reference  to  their  health,  to  be  at  home.— 
He  hoped  we  should  agree  to  adjourn  to  some  time  in  the  fall,  and  that  t 
committee  would  be  appointed  to  procure  a  suitable  place  for  our  recep- 
tion in  some  other  place,  in  order  to  obviate  the  objections  made  to  meeting 
here  in  autumn. 

Mr.  Chauncey,  of  Philadelphia,  supposed  the  single  question  befors 
the  Convention  to   be — what  was  the   best  manner  in  which  they  coold 
perform  the  duty  they  had  undertaken.     If  it   was  their  opinion  that  it 
could  be  best  done  by  continuing  in  session  here,  they    would  remain: 
but,  if,  on  the  contrary,  they  did  not,  they  would  probably  be  in  favor  of 
adopting  the  resolution  for  a  tempoiary  adjournment.     He  felt  confident 
that  the  good  sense  of  the  body  would  induce  it  to  adopt  that  course.  Tht 
reasons  which  had  been  urged  upon  the  Convention  why  it  should  adjourn 
had  had  some  force  on  his  mind.     He  meant  not  personal  considerations— 
not  the  personal  convenience  of  any  individual  member,  but  he  meant  the 
health  of  every  gentleman.     There  was  another  consideration,  too,  and 
which  was  of  the  deepest  importance  :  we  had  now  been  a  long  time  in 
session,  and  had  had  but  little  opportunity  of  confering  with  our  consiita- 
ents,  and  consequently  knew  not  what  effect  our  deliberations  had  made 
upon  them.     It  was  right,  then,  that  we  should  learn  what  their  sentiments 
were  at  present.     Members  had,  until  within  the  last  few  days,  devoted 
themseUes  most  closely  to  business,  and  he  thought  it  must  be  apparent lo 
every  one  that  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  what  was  going  on  began  lo 
flap,  owing  to  excessive  fatigue  nnd  the  heat  of  the  weather.     A  aisttn- 
guished   physician,  a  member  of  the  body,  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  vt 
could  not  sit  here  longer  without  incuring  great  danger  in  regard  to  health* 
That  opinion,  too,  had  been  sanctioned  by  facts,  for  several  gentlemen  hid 
been  indisposed,  and  some  so  much  so  as  to  be  unable  to  attend  ihesittiogi 
of  the  Convention  every  day.     Mr.  C.  concluded  his  observations  by  eS' 
pressing  his  opinion  that  the  Convention  ought  to  adjourn  till  abool  tbs 
middle  of  October. 
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Mr.  PoRTXR«  of  Nor(hnn)pt<)n,  suppnced  that  erery  ^entl.*man  prespni 
vas  ready  to  vote  on  this  question.  No  matter  what  subject  ramp  up  for 
discusaion,  the  expense  of  tl:o  ("onvpnion  \va«  continually  Heinir  run?  in 
our  pnis.  Now,  lie  wished  to  inform  eveiv  membrr  of  the  C'onveniion,  that 
the  expense  which  it  inrured,  was  not  so  much  by  two  hundred  do  lars  a 
day,  as  that  of  the  Le^^islature.  He  mentioned  this  fact,  to  put  an  end  to 
this  eternal  cant  about  expense.  The  p  ople,  when  they  cdled  this  (/on- 
v-nticm,  knew  perfectly  well  that  it  would  be  attended  with  expense.— 
Well,  as  we  had  bren  sent  here  to  revise  ihe  Constitution,  it  was  incum- 
bent upon  us  to  do  it  thorouofhlv  and  cnTcctuallv,  and  not  with  one  half  of 
the  Rt'presentativcs  picsent;  and  they,  too,  listless  and  unable  to  pay  that 
attention  to  business  which  they  roald  wish.  He  thought  that  we  should 
have  a  full  attendance :  and  as  that  could  not  he  obtained  now,  we  had 
better  adjourn  over.  If  the  re  oluiion  were  earned  to  adjourn,  we  could 
then  fix,  by  resolution,  where  we  should  meet  a<{ain — either  in  Phihidel- 
phia,  Lancaster,  or  the  healthy  borough  of  EasUm.  He  confessed  that, 
for  himself,  he  would  rather  sit  here,  until  the  Convention  had  closed  its 
business,  than  n.eet  again  in  Sppieml)er  next,  at  this  place. 

Mr.  Cummin,  of  Juniata,  said  he  rose  with  reluctance  to  give  his  opin- 
ion on  the  question  before  the  Convention.  He  had  some  days  since  sla- 
ted what  were  his  sentiments — tliat  there  were  so  many  empty  seats — 
such  a  want  of  attention,  &c.,  that,  until  the  question  of  adjournment  was 
settle  I,  nothing  would  be  done.  He  would  now  say  that  ii  was  evident 
that  there  would  be  nothing  done,  calculated  to  serve  tiic  people,  until  the 
time  of  adjournment  should  be  fixed.  Andhc  would  say  that  a  more  suita- 
ble time,  than  that  which  had  been  indicated,  could  not  be  thouifht  of.^ 
He  freely  admited  that  he  was  opposed  to  adjourning  on  the  fifteenth, 
or  any  other  Saturday,  because  he  wished  to  avoid  the  busde  and  confu-- 
flion,  which  it  would  create  on  the  Sabbath.  It  was  quite  evident  to  him 
that  those  who  were  opposed  to  an  adjournment,  consisted  of  gentlemen 
who  could  go  home  in  half  a  day,  and  that  without  leave  of  absense.— « 
Now,  he  thought  that  they  should,  on  the  contrary,  be  the  very  last,  op- 

J^osed  to  the  motion — because  they  ought  to  leave  it  to  tliose  who  were 
3X  from  home.  He  was  in  favor  of  adjouniing  a  day  before  the  Sai)bath, 
and  till  the  seventeenth  of  October,  for  the  reasons  that  he  had  heretofore 
given.  He  was  convinced  that,  by  remaining  here  a  month  or  two  long- 
er, we  should  gain  nothing.  We  should  be  more  distracted  and  divided 
ID  opinion  a  month  hence,  than  we  were  now.  But,  after  consMliing  the 
people,  and  coinparim;  their  opinions,  we  could  return  prepared  to  act 
with  mote  harmony  and  efTiciency. 

Mr.  Flkming,  of  Lycoming,  remarked,  that  if  he  were  to  consult  In's 
own  immetliate  interest,  he  woidd  certiiinlwote  for  an  adjournment;  hut, 
as  sub  tiuitial  and  efiicient  reasons  had  not  been  adduced  for  the  adoption 
of  that  course,  he  should  feel  himself  com;  eled  t  >  vote  against  it.  it  had 
been  said  that  many  memhei-s  wereabsentday  afierday.  Tiiat  w.is  tine,  hut 
he  regreted  it,  and  begged  that  gentlemen  would  bear  it  in  mind  that  the  great* 
er  numl^er  were  engaged  in  active  (msiniess  at  home,  which  required  iheir 
presence  there  frequently.  Now,  he  did  not  know  that  more  members 
could  be  kept  here,  unless  a  rule  were  adopted  to  effect  that  object.  And 
.if  we  adjourned  to  meet  again,  there  probably  would  not  be  a  mater 
number  of  members  in  attendance  than  there  w  at  this  time.  It  had  beep 
TOL.  lu.  p4 
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said  that  fleveral  members  bad  been  sick,  or  indisposed  her«.  Ha  bdiflv- 
ed  that  there  would  have  been  just  as  many  sick,  if  they  wero  at  their  ovn 
homes.  Ort  of  bo  large  a  number  ns  one  hundred  and  thiny-ihree  mett, 
it  wnx  to  be  expected  thnt  there  wruld  be  £nme,  moro  or  I^fs,  indisposed. 
He  thoughl  that  no  dimjjer  was  to  be  apprehended  from  the  atmosphen 
of  Harrishiirff ;  and  he  could  sec  no  good  rcison  why  we  should  ahandun 
the  duties  upon  us.  If  lie  was  to  po  home  to  his  ronslituenls,  he  wished 
to  be  abb*  to  jirive  them  some  (^ood  and  suastnntinl  rrasops  why  we  ad- 
journed, at  ih'j  very  moment,  too,  when  we  h:jd  just  commenced  our  husi- 
iiesa,  iu  re:d  cnruost.  Ilavinjr  now  ^o{  at  the  iniportnnt  matters  to  be  con- 
sidered and  discui^f?ed,  we  had  cdutinually  the  question  of  adjoumnieni 
pressed  upon  us.  He  would  nnw  s::y  tli::l,  until  some  beitt^r  reasons 
llian  those  whicli  had  been  adduced,  should  be  civen,  he  w«kuld  nut  feel 
himself  justilied  in  votinff  tor  an  adjnurumenl.  He  would  say  nothing  in 
reference  to  the  expenses  of  the  Convention,  nor  to  the  mileage  of  wviu- 
hers,  berausehe  did  not  believe  that  their  constituents  would  call  them  to 
account  on  tliat  score.  But  he  di^!  believe  this,  that  the  people  who 
had  sunt  their  representatives  here,  expected  them  to  act  on  ihe  subjects 
before  them,  without  unneccssnrv  delr.v, 

Mr.  MERF.rrrii.  of  Phihtlelphia.  tiioujjht  that  if  the  day  of  ad  journmeni 
was  fixed,  ii  should  he  for  a  final  and  not  a  tcn)porary  adjournment.    The 
reasous  which  liad  been  ur^^ed  for  a  temporary  a<ljournment,  would  apply 
jusl  as  well  in  October,  cr  September,  as  now.     Lisdessness  woLld  ahiays 
prevail,  when  quc^!ions  which  produced  no  excitement  were   under  con- 
sideration, and  ns  to  which  members  tfcnenliy  had  made  up  their  miurs; 
and,  if  the  afternoon  sessions  were  adhered  to,  even  in  winter,  they  woidd 
be  found  to  he  productive  of  the  same  ill  eflects  th.at  they  \:*ere  now,  v\z: 
heaviness,  lanjOfuor.  and  confujsion  in  hu^iness,  and  indisposition,  from  thif 
voluntary  deprivalicm  of  exercise  and  wholesome  air.     Many  would  be  ab- 
sent at  any  season  of  the  year;  ;md  the  hope  of  doinir  any  better  in  the 
fall,  than  we  were  doing  uoav,  miirhi  be  thought  nliocjeiher  vain.     If  we 
adjonint'd  at  all,  he  was  in  fav«jr  of  adjourninor  lo  .May  next.    He  dechsred 
that  he  had  never  known  the  IiegiMlatnre,and  he  had  had  some  experience 
in  it,  go  wiih  afulldeterminaiiou  to  get  ihrouf.h  their  business,  until  they 
]iad  fixed  the  lime  of  adjournment.     The  efle ct  of  doing  so  was  to  render 
the  mind  buoyant  and  tree,  and  mote  capable  of  applying  ail  its  powers  to 
effect  the  objects  in  view.     Four  fifths  of  the  real  husiness  before  the  Ijf- 
-gislaiure,  was  done  after  the  d.iy  of  adjournment  was  fixed,  or  wheuiin  iiih 
derstanding  existed  as  to  the  period  when  they  should  adjourn.     His  be- 
lief was,  that  if  we  fixed  the  time  of  adjournment  for  five  or  six  \veek« 
hence,  we  shoidd  be  able  to  get  through  iu  that  time.     And,  if  so,  then  we 
should  go  home  to  our  constituents,  with  the  c  nsciousness  of  havin^done 
our  duty,  and  no  man  could  then  charge  either  the  majority  or  the  minori- 
ty, with  having  shrunk  from  the  performance  of  their  duties.     He  would 
vote  against  the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Daklinoton,  of  Chester,  modified  the  motion,  so  as  to  fix  the  ]8ilt 
of  July  for  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  HiESTER,  of  Lancaster,  said  he  had,  on  several  occasions,  ezpreM- 
ed  his  disapprobation  of  a  temporary  adjournment,  and  had  determined  to 
vote  acainst  it  without  saying  any  thing  more  on  the  subject ;  and  ihit 
he  had  now  risen  merely  for  tlie  purpose  of  protesting  against  what  be 
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eonsiJered  an  aspersion  of  the  Convention,  by  the  delefrate  from  North- 
ampton, (Mr.  Porter,)  and  others.  They  had  said  that  there  was  a  great 
listlessncds.  and  wan:  of  attention  to  the  Imsiness  hefore  the  Convention, 
mnnift'St'jd  by  the  mc'n^e^s.  Now,  he  (Ur.  H.)  was  not  willing  that 
snch  a  char:re  sljould  go  ont  hpf»)re  the  public  unci'vnlrndiete:!,  f.»r  it  had 
been  a  B:ihject  t»f  re-nrirlt  hv  him,  on  m:)re  than  on-^*  occa-ion,  thnl  there 
was  an  nnronirn-jn  de^r^^^fi  of  attention  evinced  in  h.isine^s,  on  the  part  of 
ih?  memhors.  He  hui  spent  six  winters  at  '^Vasljini^ton,  and  had  seen  no- 
thin^et]ual  to  it  in  lh/»  TIuiisi*  of  Ri>presen':itivr»8  lijcri'.  The  fronlleinan 
fr»>  n  N()rih^my»lon  (VIr.  I*nin*r.t)  h:>d  alrso  told  us,  that  thi^re  was  mtich 
said  here  of  the  expiMisc  of  the  CiHivcntion ;  t!i:it  the  idfa  was  held  out, 
that  the  people  woiil<!  disapprove  of  n:i  ailjeurnnient  ovpr,  on  account  of 
its  increa'«inijthe  e\-pcn;?e :  j.nd  thai  he  did  \$'M  hc^'.ieve  lluit  r.ny  vwU  con- 
8i.lera!ions  had  any  W(;ii;ht  with  the  penple.  lit?  (Mr.  11.)  would  remark, 
that  on  this  point  lie  diflVrnd  willi  the  g;'ntlemnn — that  hs'  had  heard  many 
and  freqnent  complaints  airainsi  the  Leijislatiire  for  their  holiday  adjourn- 
mants,  at  the  expense  of  the  Commonwealth ;  aiil  ih.\i  he  would  venture 
to  pr.'^dint,  that  the  C  juvenlion  wonld  not  be  passed  over,  withont  censure, 
fur  doin<r  a  similar  act.  The  jr^.Mlem m  (co\n  Pliiladw-lpliia,  (M;-.  Merk- 
DlTii.)  thought  thai  the  arterno')n  sessions  confisii'd  members  totheHtmw, 
to  the  injury  of  their  h  alih,  without  h^ing  of  any  advantage  in  nrogicsiF- 
ing  the  business.  From  his  (Mr.  H.'s)  ohsnrvjtion,  he  had  come  to  a  dif- 
ferent conclusion.  He  tliought  there  liad  be:m  quite  as  much  business 
ilone  in  the  afternoon,  as  in  th'»  morning  sessions,  in  proj}ortion  to  their 
leni;th.  That  <j:entlcman  and  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  (Mr.  SrEVBNs,) 
complained  of  the  application  of  the  '*  previous  question",  or  the  ga^  la'V^ 
as  they  were  plfa-cd  to  teim  ilial  rule.  It  had  been  applied,  (said  Mr. 
II.)  not  exceeding  half  a  d'»zen  times  since  the  Convention  was  in  session, 
and  twice  he  iiad  called  it  himself.  Whencvnr  it  was  railed  for,  (except- 
ing once,)  it  h:!d  been  susliMued  by  a  majority  of  the  House,  which  was 
an  evidence  that  that  majoriiv  wi's  eurfeited  with  debate,  and  that  the 
Iruise  was  anxious  to  lake  the  question.  He  considered  it  asahitarynile, 
and  onf\  without  which,  neilher  thi:^.  nor  anv  similar  bodv.  composed  of 
an  equal  inimher  of  gendemen,  so  desirous  to  take  up  the  time  in  making 
long  ^peeches,  c<u!d  gel  aionir. 

Mr.  DiDDLK  of  Phihulelphi  I,  said  that  down  to  this  time,  he  had  been 
opposed  to  an  adjiiurnment,  but  he  had  now  altered  liis  opinion.  He 
would  stale  very  briefly,  what  had  inlhienced  his  mind,  and  changed  his 
opinion.  He  could  not  atfree  with  his  colleague  (Mr.  iMrredith)  in  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  him,  in  favor  of  fixing  a  lime  for  ilic  final  ad- 
journment of  this  body.  He  (Mr.  B.)  was  afraid  that  the  effect  of  it 
would  be  to  prevent  deliberate  discussion,  and  to  give  precipitancy  to  (mr 
acts,  when  the  utmost  care  and  consideration  o\w\\X  to  be  exercised  on 
every  subject  upon  which  we  acted.  Let  gentlemen  turn  iheir  attention 
t>wards  th?  proceeding?  of  the  Legislature,  darin-^  tite  last  few  diys  of  its 
session,  and  see  what  was  done  tlierc.  Wes  the  course  of  proceeding 
there  si:ch  as  c  ught  to  be  imitated  here— met,  as  we  were  to  revise  ihS 
fundamental  liws  cf  the  land  ?  He  thought  not.  Let  us  turn  our  atten- 
tion tu  the  House  of  Ucpre?entatives  at  Washington.  What,  he. would 
ask,  were  tlie  scenes  enacted  ticrc,  two  years  ago,  on  the  last  day  of  the 
session  ?     Why,  a  great  number  of  bills,  of  tJUe  highest  imporuoce  to 
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ihe  ro-imry,  nt  thnt  period,  were  not  acted  upon,  partly  for  want  of  limB. 
anil  partly  owine  to  npjrlecl.     It  appe; r^.l  t)  him,  then,  thai  n»  we  wew 
onlv  hn'f  way  thr.>usrh  cnmmitieff  of  tlie  whole,  it  would  be  improperw 
fix  n  ti^rif*  when  our  di'liherations  shonl.l  he  (innlly  put  an  end  in.   Il-it,  vu 
iVere  no  reifim  llial  roiild  be ;  ssisrned  why  we  slmiild  tern  orarily  ailjoirrn! 
Ami,  in  askinir  th:»i  qnesiion.  he  moiint 'ni»t  to  rcfleci  on  ilie  c«>n«liiRi  of  any 
member  of  this  body ;  ft»r  he  th-  njrht  ii  a  lodv  wtiril  y  nf  all  c^HnnienihK 
tion.     Two  months  and  a  half  had  bi^en  spent  by  its  nii'mbera,  in  lisieninf 
with  unexampled  attention,  to  the  drhatrs  which  had  t«ikcii    |  lare.     Huu 
he  would   appeal  to  memhers  around  him.   and  ask  li.em  what  were  the 
sififiis  exhibited  here  during  the  lagi  few  days.     Had  there  been  no  ren- 
lessncss,    no  iiiipaiienre,  no  inronsidernhle  decree   of  inrittention  paid  to 
what  was  going  on?     He  believed  t  at  there  was  not  one  gentleman  pre- 
sent, who  would  not  say,  that  for  the  last  few  days,  there  had  not  been 
that  calm  delibenili  n,  in  reganl  to  the  business  I'cfore  us.  whii-h  liad  hern 
previously  given.     He.  for  one,  thoiiiiht  that  there  had  not.     And,  t  e 
leasdu  of  this  was  owins;  entirely  to  cxh-iu^tion.   ard  to  the  heat  of  the 
sep?' n.  v.bich  Inially  destroyed  liiat calm  deliberation,  whieh  whs  nrcc«saf 
TV  to  the  fitricl  »md  proper  perf«jrn.anee  of  our  duly.     It  was  a^ked — "Do 
you  ?ive  it  up  in  despair?"   He  would  say — not  at  all ;  wep  oposcd  not  to 
give  up  any  thing  in  despair.  Heieaficr  we  rouUI  determine,  whether  we 
would  meet  he:e  or  elsewhere.     It  was  asked  why  we  r<hould  not  adjourn 
to-morrow  ?     Simply  beoiuse  we  are  in  the  middle  of  an  ariirle  of  the 
Constitution,  and  did  not  wish  to  leave   it  h:ilf  finished ;  but,  to  let  the 
people  km»w,  down  to  that  sixth  article,  what  we  propose  to  do.     It  wh 
urged  that,  if  wc  went  mi  now,  we  could  submit  our  labors  to  the  people 
in  October,     But  how  could  we  now  determine,  as  to  the  time  and  man- 
ner i  f  submiiing  the  Coi.stiiution  to  the  people?     If,  as  many  suppi  si-d, 
it  would  liikc  us  two  or  ihiec  months  to  li;iish  our  labors,  we  shf  uld  come 
1o  October,  before  we  were  ready  to  sidunil  the  rcsolt,  woidtl  it  be  advi- 
snbie  to  tuhmil  it  j::st  on  the  eve  ef  the  cleclinn,  wilhtMii  aflbrdmg  ihe 
peo;  le  any  opportunity  to  reflect  upon  questions,  which  involved  llie  fu- 
ture  destinies  of  the   Ct  nimtuiweahh  ?     'J  he   people  oiiglii  to  i.ave  a 
nii:nth  and  more  to  c«)nsider  the  prcpusiticns  which  we  made.     It  did  ap- 
pear to  him,  th/t  to  enal-le  us,  and  llic  puhlir,  to  tjive  <i  proper  coiisideia- 
tion  to  the  suhjcct,  we  oui^hi  to  adjourn.     He  advocated  the  adjournmrnt 
frcm   public  cont-idcraiioiis  (mly  ;  but,  he   thoutrht,  no  individual  h:id  a 
right  to  iutcrprse  his  own  private  biisincsi;,  as  <in  obstacle  to  the  business 
of  the  ConuMilion 

Mr.  Stfriokri:  would,  fie  said,  slate  the  rr asons  w  by  he  should  vote 
against  tlie  motiou.  As  far  as  the  argument  in  favoi  of  it  went,  there  wne 
nothing  in  it.  Some  haid  the  p1ar<'  and  seascui  were  unhealthy  ;  but  he 
believed,  that  the  inhabiinnts  of  iIalri^iM!rg.  :it  the  present  time,  and  stall 
times,  wen^  as  healiiiy  ms  the  samr»  pupulaiion  in  ai.y  oilier  part  of  the 
State:  rnd  I:e  brlievtd,  that  as  many  of  the  nun:bt;»<  of  the  I'cnvfniion 
would  be  indisposed  if  they  vrvu*  at  their  own  homes,  a 8  were  or  woulJ 
becemc  indisposed  heie.  The  listlesisness  atid  inatttntion  of  the  menbcis 
v.as  given  as  another  reason  for  the  motion.  The  answer  to  thie,  wa» 
prov'.d  in  the  fact,  that  there  bad  heen  a  debate  for  eeverul  days  on  the 
fame  aiibjact,  and  one  upon  which  the  iniudi  of  gtntUmen  were'madt  QP< 
Th&t  wae  the  reai on  why  so  many  w^re  iauiOvrf  nt  tQ  the  diicuMioo,   Bi 
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rtfinred  to  the  strict  nttention  of  tnembers  to  the  pn>ce3din^9  this  mornin?, 
to  show  thai  this  wis  the  reison,  an  I  not  that  they  were  weaned  out  and 
exhausted.  He  hnd  never  seen  the  Conyention  more  attentive,  than  it  was 
now.  AgHin,  it  was  urged,  as  a  reis.vi  fir  a  Ijo.irnm.'nt,  t'lat  m  iny  m?in- 
he»  were  absent,  hut  ihsy  wen*  ur)t  absent  wiilioui  leave.  Wt*  cousenied 
to  let  them  ^iu  and  ha^l  no  rielit  to  complaiii  of  it,  or  to  uiakt;  it  a  re  ison 
fir  gdinjir  avay  ciurrelveK.  Besides,  he  had  iiorcison  lo  believe  t!i:iit'iere 
would  l)e  m:  ti  members  in  attend  nice  here.irtei,  oven  n?xt  fall,  if  we  ad- 
journed till  that  time.  We  ro.dd,  if  we  chose,  enforr^  ihs  attendance  of 
members,  and  obtain  a  full  House.  Dut  those  who  chose  to  be  absent, 
were  responsible  for  it  to  their  constituents,  imd  it  wah  n  )t  for  us,  on  t'leir 
account,  ti»  delay  the  pr  :c3edin!fs  of  this  body.  He  wis  convinc:;d.  that 
if  we  continued  our  ia'iors  here,  we  shouM  finish  them  in  hdf  t!ie  time, 
thai  it  would  lake  us,  if  we  went  away  and  returned  in  the  fall.  Though 
he  did  not  often  refer  to  expense^),  as  a  c:)nsideiiiiion,  on  such  questi  ms, 
vet  he  would  sug£rest  that  the  expense  of  the  Convention  would  he  gieatly 
increased  by  anothei  session.  So  far  as  his  own  iniereats  were  concemea, 
he  was  as  anxi  ms  to  get  home  as  any  one  could  be,  hut  he  thousiht  that 
we  wer.^  better  prep  ircd  to  go  on  now,  and  complete  the  business,  th  m 
we  should  be,  after  adjourning  for  three  or  four  monlhv^. 

Mr.  Bo.NHAM  was,  he  said,  anxious  that  this  question  should  bs  disposed 
nf  in  one  way  or  another.  He  wished  to  see  it  put  at  re^U  If  gentlemen 
would  ho  satisfi'jd  to  remain  until  we  had  accomplished  our  business,  he 
would  prefer  it,  hut,  if  the  majority  were  for  adjournment,  he  would  ac- 
qnietioe  in  it.  He  did  liopc;  we  should  settle  the  qu.istion,  dnd  then  go  on 
with  the  business.  A  large  portion  of  the  time  of  the  (Jonveniioii  had  been 
consumed  on  this  sul^ject,  and  veiy  needlessly.  He  was  oppose:)  to  fixing 
a  time  for  an  adjournment  sine  .ie.  Our  bu  iness  was  tudike  that  of  an 
ordinary  Legislature.  an:i,  if  it  was  not  completed  by  a  given  time,  it  would 
create  no  inconvenience.  He  hoped  this  Wiiuld  be  tlie  last  diseussion  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Sui^LLiTo  had,  he  said,  resisted  the  a:ijournment  as  long  as  there 
was  any  probability  of  our  going  on  v/itii  the  business;  but,  as  he  now 
found  that  a  majority  were  determined  to  adjourn,  he  would  give  his 
assent  to  it. 

Mr.  Stevens  asked  whether,  if  we  adopted  the  amendment,  it  would  be 
in  order  lo  move  a  suostitutc  for  the  whole. 

The  Chair  replied  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Stevens,  i'lien,  it  \^  forced  ujwn  us  lo  decide  whether  we  shall 
adjourn  on  the  ISlh  to  meet  a<::iin  on  the  ICili  of  October,  at  this  place: 
for,  under  tho  act  of  AsssmMy  [iroviding  for  liie  calling;  and  assombting  of 
the  Convention,  we  were  ohilued  to  meet  here,  if  we  shoulil  not  fix  upon 
s<mic  other  placf  If  we  met  here  at  that  lime,  we  must  adjourn  again, 
and  thus  have  three  sever.d  ses>lons  a*,  a  great  expense  to  thij  C<Mnmon- 
wealth.  He  should  voio  agdnst  any  adjournment,  unU^ss  we  were  to 
submit  lo  the  people  the  ainendmenis  which  we  have  made,  togetlici  with 
■another,  prescribing  the  mode  for  making  future  amendments,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  submit  to  them  the  question  whether  we  siiall  reassemble  or 
not  ?  There  hud  l)een  some  sudden  quU  asionishins  conversions  here 
among  the  conservatives.  Some  of  them  appeared  to  be  doing  all  in  their 
power  to  prevent  tlie  people  froip  putting  a  Uoiit  to  our  en^roaohmentt  on 
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tbe  Con«tittuion— from  saying  to  us,  ••  so  far  you  shall  go,  and  no  further."' 
He  knew  i'*ere  was  a  ^uilelcssness  about  his  party  whirh  fitiod  iJiea 
ti-el!  fortheotfier  world,  hut  v.hicli  'lul  not  so  well  q'.T-ilify  :hcm  fur  ma- 
ten?!in«r  P.jininsi  the  innmmon  of  nnrigl-Meo'snc^'s  in   this.      Wh-i  hftar 
ccMirsi'  rnMltl  w--*  i:«!;e.  ihm  l »  snhrn  l  n;:r  wor!;.  a<  fnr  :s  \vc  hnv-j  rn  cw 
thf»  pf-p!i'.  toifcihor  with  \hn  j:r;i«*!?  fnr  fi:!iirc  riisiciiclnie:!.   :  lu!  llien  \o 
Ici^c  i?  l'»r  t!icm  ;•»  snv  hv  ilioiv  votr  s  v.h:i-i.T  wp  sh:v.II  r.  ri-«^*'ii'«'ci  r  nol? 
If  this  r(Hir*o  win*  ;;»lo|)U*cK  llifrc  woihl  ih-Mi  l»t*  no  iliil'rMlry  i )  p::i!!nf 
an  r»iiri  lo  t»!ir  lihors  i:i  tww  wcuiv,  viiiil  n-t'.irnii^z  huTiir*  ?      ![,>  r  .li^'js.vl  he 
h?j\   no  ox]:)erl:iliMii  tlir.t   ihi*;   pimrso   wcniltl  Ix*  :ulo|:i"  !  :   f'or   hv   s?.»%'  li-'f 
frionls,  with  whom  ho  usially  neli'il.  Iravinir  -.hpir  p.ih,  :i!ul  w.u  Icr.'jffoff 
arnoitc  tiie  thorns  jind  hr:unMos.     If  iho  pcndinir  ^Ji:o  ;d:iir-ni  <h-i:dJ  he 
a'.!optf*d,  hv  r:K:M  not  ofTiT  his  pr.p:?si:i:n ;  ;irul  if  it  vtif  ir»j  ct-^d,  some 
^rntle;n«'ii,  hesnpposr.d,  would  he  kind  rnnuirh  lo  mo\L'  ihr  j-.ro'.  ioi:s  qiifs- 
lion,  intd  rni  oil'  iiil  arnfiilmonts.     (ir'nliomrii  w<i:i:d,  i!;prf  f.'re,  make i 
direct  v«'.:.i  on  this  question.     IIi^  was  jiwnre  th:it  he  shmild  b"  eliidtJ  for 
reforir:'^  to  ilip  oxp»nso-«  of  th<.-  (.' Mivrtnion :  but   he  :iskcil    \v!ieih?r  ex- 
penses, v.'h  n  wr;  saw  thcni  un!i.''-f':snrily  :;JM"uinu;;i't  d,  lioip  upon  heap, 
onahl  nr.t  to  !>o  id:-,  n  into  •  o:isidf.-:i!i.):i .'     Of  one  \}\*i\'^  wi-  r.rf-  CL-rtain— 
ifthrv  AiTfi  imi  roniiidorc'd  \,:'c:\  '\:c\  woii'd  Im*  iiiiuiuir  trie  pf'^nle.     Whr 
wcrf  irrntU*nii,*;i  so  nnsious  !n  :«hnn  the  siiiijcs't,  :ind   prrvt-iil  t!:?  pi*oftie 
from  anowin;;^  wli.ii  thoy  uirc.  nr.-fs*  tiicy  iipnrehemUd  ;l;nt  il:r  people 
w-:uM  dis;ipprovi'of  or.r  PMnujiiriinro. 

\Vii«'  i'ms  to  hf  ojio  ol"  ti.e  sfrriM.-i  of  this  both  ?     C:\n  wo  dr*nv  th»'  i:ict«! 
Caw  W'j  SMV  th  ii  wp  an?  not  cxpCMidinn  chMpn  hnudnMl  (io!hiri«  aifny  ?— 
C«n  we  denv  that  our  mih.»!L'e  will  h<?  tn'b!eil  hv  iwoa-ijoiirmnents?  Will 
v.e  tiuMi  dtny  l'»:»l  ilu*  I'ici  will  mei-t  t'lf  disupprcb.jUnij  o\  lUr  pro;iI»»  I    Of 
will   wt»  iir^i?  iha!  tlu;  p\p:'!isi's  of  t'u' L -'r  ?'ainr.' are -j-.'!!  ^rt»i'er  i';3n 
onrs  ?     'l*l'.is  wi^nld   ht»  a    poor  rxpiise   for  nnr  pxp*  :uiiii!i'.-? ;  I'Mi  ii  xras 
oij'v  tnic  nfone  Lpi'^islatnrf.  r.nd  :Iiai  uas  tho  I.i?^!.     Ti."'  i  \,!e.:r-.  s  of  the 
List  Iji\<ri'^laiiir(*   did  amount,   it   was  ir:it'.    to  t'i;^.p*i   jrsii.lr.ii  and  ti:!"jiy- 
Fcvpu  doll'Ti!  an  1  J-ixty  or i.!:«  a  Jiy  :  l»nt  tl.r*  I/'f:islain«o  in.inrdi.WiIy  pre' 
Cfdin;!,  wldidi   Ind  Ix  en  so   innch  vdillpd  and  ahu-^cd  I  y    i!u»   lJi*:;:orr3'ii' 
party,  expfudrd  only  r\'^\\\  hunlrj-d  doiiiirs  a  d.iV.     He  d-d   not  ijo  b:u'k 
fanh'T  than  tiio   s-'s.^ior,.-  of   I8;i5-(5.  hi'j'.n:«"  ujmvi  tlul  Jj":ri:j|..iire  :!ie 
vi.ds  o!'  Dnmofr.'.liv'  wrath    li:id  U.cn   pouri'd  oiii  uiirparii»i;"y.     Ihii '.Irj: 
Jj^jrii^li'iun*,  whirii    hchl    two   sn-sion^,    r:'\  Isi'd    ihi!    o  »de  uf  laws,   anJ 
ffix^o  tin*  (';Mi;moMwr'alh  -i  r.".  t'nne  i»i'>iix  millions  of  dollar:?,  s.it  <';if  Iiii.i- 
driid  and  finv  r.r  mon*   da\s.  and  iMst  o:dv  OJU'  liiiudrcd  aoil  ihinv-ihitT 
(!iou»;ind  doli:rs:   while  liio  l..st  iiit;i-l  ;iiro  wliic'i  sal  only  une  huisJriMl 
u!id  iwfntv  d.jvs.  c.  )st  (Mir- liuadic;!  and  fonv-iwo  thoiisa:vl  five  ;i!ir.;:r*u 
dollar-".     The  priniinii"  of  the  l<eiis!;itu;'0  of  1835-0,  tl'.-.iU'r!i   tiieir  lawi 
f^-mcd  volumes  dindili*  in  size  to  those  of  any  session  lief jru  or  sin. h\  oft 
onlv   iwtntvthree  thousand  dolh^rr— l'?n    ih'nis;'nd  ft.»r  I'je   Sersal'',  ami 
thirteen  thot'.sand   for  tiie  House — while  the  printing  of  ihe  last  5es?io3 
cost  thirty-eiglii  thousand  five  hundred  and  eighty  dollars,  of  which  die 
Senate  was  fourteen  thousand  on*  hundred  and  six  dollars,  an"!  the  Honse 
twenty-four  thoisand   four  hundred  and  citrhty  dollars.     All  the  ot'sK" 
items  of  expence  of  the  last  mnsoiiic  J*r:islature.  were  much  larger  than 
lhr>FP  of  the  preppdinir   an'i-masouie  l#pffi?lalnrp.     Ye:  hui   slruder  on 
slander,  and  abuse  after  abuse,  been  heaped  upon  that  auti-nia;?ouir  I^e/^s- 
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latura.  He  had  introduced  tlicse  facts  incidentally,  and  they  showed  that 
the  expenses  of  the  last  Legislature  ought  not  to  be  taken  as  a  standard  of 
otir  expenses.  Our  printing  would  cost,  perhaps,  fifty  thousand  dollars. 
Would  tlie  people  endure  it  ?  Would  they  consent  thai  we  should  hold 
threu  feisbions  ot  the  expense  of  a  quarter  of  a  million  ?  He  care  '  not 
what  honor  ami  praise  the  gentleman  from  Chepter  and  others  expected  to 
gjiin  hy  tlicse  resolutions  of  ;i(iionrnim*nl.  The  time  was  when  the  extrava- 
gant expenses  of  this  Conventinn  wtmld  iiavc  turned  any  Slate  Adniinistra- 
iion  out  of  ofTicc.  Twenty  yonrs  pjro  it  would  have  ovcriliniwn  any  p:irty 
in  the  State  tlint  <'ount'n:;ncet!  it.  A  debt  of  three  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars turned  Wiiliam  Findl.iv  out  nf  «)Hire.  But  those  were  days  of  econo- 
my.  lie  relied  upon  the  people;  and  he  jut  it  to  the  farmers  ti»  pay 
whellsrr  a  d(?l)t  of  two  or  ihrci^  hundred  ihoujaud  dollars  was  notliinff  to 
men  who  Jal'Ored  hard  and  earned  little.  lie  asked  a  fair  opportunity  to 
Bulmiit  liis  propoc'ition  ;  lor  he  was  n(Jt  sure  that  hereafter  he  should  get 
a  ehanre :  for  the  previous  question,  that  nice  and  gentle  mc.nns  of  arrest- 
ing deliheralion,  might  cut  h.iu)  off. 

Mr.  Darlinoton  said,  if  there  was  any  honor  attached  to  this  proposi- 
tion, he  was  willing  to  take  hio  share  of  it,  rnd  whatever  iesponsi!)ility 
mi^rht  attend  it.  lie  was  also  willinir  to  be:»r.  If  tlu^  gentleman  would  bring 
forward  his  propobition  in  a  dii^tinirt  nnd  separate  form,  he  would  vole 
for  it. 

Mr.  STLVKNr^ ;  Th^re  will  ho  no  chance,  if  this  should  he  adopted. 

Mr.  D.vunNOTON  snid,  it  would  he  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world  to 
brinir  it  fcrwarJ  as  a  separate  proposiiion,  after  this  was  agreid  to. 

Mr.  DiiowN,  of  Phihulelphia,  said  that  having  taken  upon  ourselves  this 
duty,  we  ouiihl  to  pcrfurni  it.  This  he  had  frequently  said,  and  had, 
therefore,  opposed  every  prooosiiinn  to  :idj(Mirn,  that  had  heretofore  been 
ofte'.eM.  Ihit  now  he  hud  become  con\iucvd,  ihnt  we  could  not^et  on.— 
The  best  w  y,  he  ti  ought,  would  be  to  irel  clear  of  the  question  of  adjourn- 
mrni,  for  tli'^  next  ten  days,  by  adopting  the  resolution ;  and,  when  the 
time  <*aiJiC,  if  we  wo:e  in  a  state  to  go  on.  we  would  do  so,  and,  if  not,  we 
had  bet  cr  ailjnurn.  As  to  the  expenses  of  the  Convention,  which  the  gen- 
tleman frtun  A<!aina  ha  1  so  earnesily  and  with  so  much  sinceriiy,  t'e,)reca- 
ted  and  dtplored,  he  would  nsnark,  that  the  gentleman  had  in  a  great 
measure  bn  uphi  the  cah.niity  upon  himself;  for  no  pert  on  had  done  more 
than  himself  to  increase  the  expenses  of  the  ('onvention.  The  g  MilVuian 
had  deprecated  the  j)revi()iis  quesii»->n  in  the  most  earnest  manner;  but 
there  was  a  time  within  his  rc/nllection,  when,  in  the  Legislabirc,  :  nd 
upon  a  very  important  question,  that  gentleman  did  not  exhihii  so  much 
diead  of  the  previous  question.  He  would  vote  for  the  adjournment,  if  for 
no  other  reason,  t'>  get  cl?ar  of  tiiis  perpetual  cry  about  the  expenses  of  ihe 
Conventicin  ;  and,  when  we  came  together  again,  we  should,  he  hoped, 
meet  clear  of  much  of  the  expensive  machinery  which  surrounded  ws,  and 
he  pr'paied  to  go  on  with  our  bu^^iness,  free  from  al!  the  obstacles  which 
had  hitherto  retarded  it.  Though  he  did  not  injlieve  I'tat  the  people  be- 
grudges! the  expense  ailei'dingtim  Convention,  yet  they  complained  of  tho 
dilatoriness  of  its  proceedings.  The  elections,  he  said,  werd  soon  to  take 
place,  and  the  busin(*ss  had  already  been  warmly  commenced.  This  cir- 
eumstai'.ce  he  regarded  as  unfavorable  to  our  deliberations  here.  If  gentle- 
men had  heretofore  made  speeches  to  their  coDstituentty  ihotild  we  not 
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hereafter  have  speeches  addressed  to  the  electors  by  ihnsa  who  wAre  ranfi* 
dmrsfor  the  LegisUuire.  '1  his  would  impede  oar  action,  and  ronfiisaiMr 
deiiherations.  But,  if  we  adjourned  to  a  time  beyond  tlie  period  of  lbs 
clertion.  we  should  go  on  well. 

Mr.  Earlk  said,  wiriievcr  was  the  result  of  the  vole,  the  whole  burdea 
of  ii  would  full  upon  the  reformers.     It  mic^lit  he  carried  liy  llie  consfira' 
lives,  hut  the  pennlties  would  fall  upon  the  reformers.     Any  thing  whick 
tended  to  render  ihc  Convention  unpopular,  would,  to  the  more  extent, 
battle  the  efforts  in  fiivor  of  reform.     If  the  enemies  of  reform  had  deriied 
thit»  course,  ns  a  system  of  tactics,  he  would  sav  that  it  was  admirable. 
Their  means  were  well  sulapted  to  their  ends.     The  other  day,  the  gen- 
tiemnn  from  Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop)  made  n  speech  wliifh  defeated  the 
adjournment.     Bui  the  speeches  from  the  same,  to-day,  agnioist  the  aJ- 
joiirnment,  would  opemt*/  in  favor  of  it;  for,  said  he,  our  friends  go  br 
the  ru!e  of  contraries.     The  people,  not  examining  the  Journal,  wonld 
lay  the  blame  on  us.     lie  understood  that  it  was  in  order  to  inakeanr 
suitement  of  facts,  which  tend  to  illustrate  the  suhject  tinder  debate.    Hf 
wished  to  show  that  the  iprevious  question,  which  is  much  complained  of 
here  hy  c*»rtain  gentlemen,  was  resorted   to  with  great  alacrity,  by  the 
same  gentlemen,  in  the  Legislature  of  1835-6.     Anew  Constitution  vai 
then   adopted  for  this  State,  and  it  was   to  last  for  thirty  years.    It  vat 
called  the  Rival  improvement — Bush-hill. 

Mr.  Rrigart  interposed:  He  called  the  gentleman   to  order,  for  vruh 
dering  from  the  question. 

INIr.  Earlk  wi^hed,  he  said,  to  illustrate  the  propriety  of  calling  the 
previuua  questinn.     This  Constitution  to  which  he  refered,  was  intio- 
duced  only  eight  days  before  its  first  passage.     The  committee  of  the 
whole  had  it  under  consideration  only  an  hour  or  two.     On  ihe  26tb,  it 
was  ordered  to  a  sccrmd  reading,  and  on  the  27th,  it  was  passed  by  the 
previous  question,  which  was  demanded  by  a  member  from  Adam*,  (Mr. 
Stevens.)     Oidy  two  and  a  hatf  days  were  allowed  for  the  discussion  d 
an  enactment,  which  was  to  settle  the  Constitution  o^  this  Slate  for  thirty 
years.     He  hoped  this  would  be  considered  a  good  precedent,  and  that 
we  should  hear  no  more  complaints  here  about  the  previous  question. 
The  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens]  would,  he  trusted,  forego  hit 
amendment.     He  could   move  it  by  way  of  proviso.     The   reforoieit 
would  sustain,  he  hoped,  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Soeqne- 
I'.anna — fixing  the  24th  as  the  day  of  adjournment.     That  would  afloni 
time   to  act  upon  the  subject  of  future  amendments,   and  life-tcnnsof 
oflice.     We  could  then  go  home  and  meet  our  constituents,  without  sliaoe 
or  reproacfi.     'J'he  proper  time  for  meeting  r.gain  would  be  in  September. 
That   would  be   a  favorahle  season.     No  objection  could  be   made  to 
that  time,  on    account    of  the  season.     The   inhabitants    of  the  cityi 
who  leave  their  homes  for  health  in  the  summer,  all  reiiim,  altei  the 
first  of  September;  and  the  interior  was  more  healthful  than  tlie  eity. 
There  could  be  no  good  reason  adv.snccd  against  that  time.     Moch 
ac  uas  said  about  the  health  of  Harrishur^,  he  could  not  hear  of  a  m^ 
member  who  was  confined  to  his  bed,  which  might  be  considered  a  very 
remarkable  circumstance,  and  an  evidence  of  me  healthfulness  of  ite 
place.    If  we  adjourned  in  this  season,  leaving  our  work  in  this  unfinish* 
ed  state^  it  wotild  lender  the  Convention  very  impopnlary  and  bring  odioB 
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upon  tha  reformers.  He  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  which  he  had  r^ 
oeived  from  one  of  his  constitiient^,  in  which  it  was  remarked,  that  the 
Coiivfiifion  had  become  very  unpopular ;  thai  the  people  had  pivpn  up 
all  hope  of  their  doin?  atiy  tilings;  nud  that  the  sooner  they  ndjounipd  ihe 
be  ter.  He  hoped  we  ehould  he  allowed  time  In  pet  ihrouirh  ihp  two 
suhjects  he  had  relered  to — lil(c-terms  of  the  Judiciary,  and  future  ameiid- 
moiiis — afier  which,  he  would  not  he  very  hostile  to  a  temporary  ad- 
journment. 

Mr.  PoRTFR,  of  Norlhamplon,  siid,  thai  the  frienils  of  adjonrnmenthad 
f -arful  oJils  to  ontiMid  with  t)n  the  present  oecasion.  The  dele  rate 
from  Adams,  an  exp<'ricnced  taeiiciun,  h:id  triven  the  word  to  the  conser- 
vatives— *' attention"!  »*  eyes  ricfhi  and  dress" — orderinjr  them  to  stand 
by  their  :irnis,  and  supposiu!;  that  he  had  a  riiiht  to  exact  ohedienee :  and, 
t!te  delegate  from  Philailelphia  coimty,  (Mr.  Earlk]  had  called  on  t'le  re- 
formers to  heware  how  they  voted  f'f  this  adjournment,  i;r  they  sh  udd 
answer  for  it.  Here  \vc  (ind  the  great  advocai-s  of  the  two  opposite  sys- 
tems, joining  in  opposition  lo  ihism:it'.er.  I  fi-'.d  thispai^sage  in  the  New 
Testimenl,  whii^h  ni.iy  h,?  found  .ipplieahle  to  the  state  of  ihintjs  in  this 
House: — **  And  the  ^an^e  ilav  Pii.at?:  and  Herod  were  made  tViends  to- 
getlicr;  for,  befoie  they  weie  at  enmity  between  themselves*'.  I  always 
fear  misehief  fr.)m  the  union  of  ?ucii  diseordant  maerials.  Now,  I  do 
hope  that  the  rank  and  Ji/e — tiiose  who  compo.'ie  the  bone  and  sinew  of 
tlie  grand  army  o  the  Convention — will  not  hcintimidat.ul  on  either  hand, 
hut  vote  iis  they  list,  (hirinirevcn  to  disobey  orders,  al. hough  the  command 
may  go  fi)rih,  "  that  deserters  mn?!  he  shot". 

I  was  much  amused  at  the  aj'pannt  sincerity  with  which  the  delecrate 
from  Adams  to'd  us,  that  he  and  hi?  party  (I  do  not  know  which  of  them 
he  mean?)  were  compose.!  of  sut  h  iruiklcss  m  lerials,  that  they  were  unfit 
for  the  company  ai;d  conllicts  of  this  wicked  world,  and  only  fit  for  Hea- 
ven, or  some  sueh  haven  of  innocence  and  purity;  and,  as  I  am  given  to 
iho  narrative  stvle.  it  reminded  me  of  an  old  dinner  who,  having  pa«sf^d 
the  primo  of  her  life  in  :ill  mannei  of  wicke.lnrss,  in  old  age  was  accosted 
hy  a  sober  and  serious  citizen,  and  asked  what  she  thought  she  was 
filfor?  '^Oii'V  said  fhe,  after  rather  extdlingly  refering  tohercouise 
of  life,  its  trials,  iis  ple;:sur('s,  and  its  tioubles,  *'  these  are  all  over,  and 
now  I  am  only  fit  {\)r  the  Kintrdiim  of  Heaven,  and  hardlv  that". 

The  delcg  te  rnnn  Adams  lells  us,  that  the  pciiple  will  look  to  these  ex- 
penses, and  that  we  sliall  incur  the  expense  of  treble  inilca^e  l)y  meeting 
again  in  Oclolier — allegimr,  ihai  we  muni  m  el  in  t!iis  place.  The  r.so- 
hition  simply  prnpiircs  adjourning  lo  a  given  day.  We  will  meet  al  this 
pl.icc.  iiidess  we  ;igire  to  an»»tlier;  but,  we  stand  wholly  uncommiied  on 
th.it  q  lestion,  in  adopting  this  resolniitm,  and  if  we  deiermic.e  to  inct^l  at 
any  other  [ilace  than  this,  there  will  \w.  no  increased  expenses  of  t'le  kind 
incurel.  Toe  deleil^ate  has  tie. tied  the  statement  made  as  1 1  what  the 
aciual  expenses  of  this  Convention  are,  and  has  poured  out  tiie  vials  of 
his  wialh  ow  Cm  L^i^islature  of  the  1  st  session,  as  extrava^nt,  and  all  that 
is  bad;  whilst  that  of  1835-6,  is  held  up  as  a  paitern  ot  propriety  and 
economy.  Now,  how  is  tiie  fact,  as  to  the  comparative  expenses  of  the 
two  sessions  ?  The  expenses  of  the  session  of  1835"ftt  was  about  one 
hundred  and  ihirty-four  thousand  dollars  ;  of  this,  the  printing  amounted 
to  twenty-four  thousand  seventy-five  dollars  and  thirty  cents,  and  the  con- 
voL. m.  b4 
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iingent 
cents. 

The  expeusei 

one  hundred  Tony -two  tiiousand  five  hundred  snd  iwi  nty-i\ro  cinllazi.— 
or  this,  the  printing  amounted  U)  th'triy-hine  thouf  ami  one  iinndrrd  asd 
forty-five  dollars,  and  the  contingent  expcriscs  to  thiriy-*ilne  ihiu?fa»i 
seven  hundred  wml  six  dullars.  &o  that  deducilng  the  printing  and  r-;i- 
tin^cnt  expenses,  il  lea\es  the  pay  and  inilea^ji?  ol  the  meiiibcTS  at  ihc** 
sion  of  1830-7.  at  the  sum  of  sixty-ihree  thousand  five  hundred  and  ftf- 
enty-one  dollars;  whiUi  thai  of  the  sosion  of  1835-0,  was  eighiy-tw 
lIuMisand  cii;ht  hundred  and  ihiriy-iwo  dollars.  Let  il  lie  n*nienihemL 
ihat  the  prinnnu  and  cnniinsfenl  cxpf.nM's  of  the  lasi  stssion  were  greatlf 
increased  hy  an  invesfi'^aiiun,  wliirli  wns  found  ncrcssary,  into  the  ci> 
duct  of  ihc  per:  ons  v.  ho  had  charge  of  yo::r  linos  of  pii!  lie  improvements. 
Thai  a  coin!iii:!i't'  hiitl  t»piits  aUji.ii  \\\n<c  line?,  and  :.^ko  tlie  t(•^timolly  cf 
nnmen^U'*  v.•i^;;c«^e6,  all  of  ulioin  had  lo  be  paid,  and  tliat  the  lloufe  » 
(iered  all  this  evidence  to  be  printed  and  di^t^ibuIed  fur  the  i..forinalioacr 
Ihr  people  at  iaij^fe,  whirh  nuurh  inereisc-d  thobP  iienis.  They  Wfjt 
swelled  also  by  the  expenses  of  il-.e  eonjiniliee  appoitjtd  to  in.|uire  inw 
the  condufi  of  the  preceding  lieo'.-Iiitnrc,  in  passing  ihn  act  wlijch  IjdJ 
been  so  ini:eh  spoken  of,  und  who  examined  nmny  wimtsscs,  some  whoa 
the  deie^'aie  f n  m  Adams  p(  rhnps  knew. 

'VUe  prcrediiiir  llunst  of  K/prcFentaiives,  too,  had  established  an  inqiii- 
silorial  tribunal,  ilmf  dra;jije'l  aj^^ed  and  rcspecijilib  citizens  before  it,  vio'a- 
ting  and  iramphng  upon  their  rights  and  lilerties,  but  wh«>,  with  becoiniri£ 
firiniiess,  stood  upon  their  icservcd  rights,  and  rel'iised  to  rei..'gi:ize  ibe 
power  of  this  tribunal  ihus  constituted.  Tlia!  House  re  fufcCvl  to  pay  the 
expvn&cs  ol"  those  men,  wiiose  rij^h's  had  thus  lieen  violaU'd.  'J*he  last 
House  of  Uepresentaiivcs,  h»we\er,  ordered  them  to  be  paid,  and  thus  a 
considerable  item,  which  properly  belonged  to  die  session  vf  18d5<»G,  is 
paid  in,  and  charged  to  the  session  of  1636-7. 

The  delegate  from  Ada'.ns,  who  was  conveisant  in  all  these  transactional 
asks  if  this  subject  of  erip^nse  is  to  be  one  of  the  secrets  to  be  keptfroffl 
the  people'  1  presume  not.  I  wi>h  the  light  of  Heaven  lo  shine  upon 
and  make  manifest  all  our  actions.  But,  whilst  on  this  subject,  I  might 
ask  whether  titere  were  not  some  secrets  during  that  memorable  session 
of  1835-ti,  which  have  never  yet  seen  the  light,  and  which,  in  all  proba- 
bility, never  will  ?  and  which,  perhaps,  might  be  fidly  as  important  as 
this  subject  «d'  tlic  expense  o*  the  (\'nvoh:ion.  I  trust,  however,  that  the 
m  mbors  of  litis  b(»dy  :uc  tjeidur  to  bi'  iViiibiened  norcajoh-J,  but  will  test 
everv  iiuesiimi  th;il  :»ri>js  bv  iis  iiitrin-^ic  merit,  :.nd  by  that  alone. 

The  di'lcgaic  from  Ad;'.nis.  in  corichi^ion,  becnmc  very  much  the  fricfiu 
of  the  pjor.  all  aiont  ;-.|:ind  talked  to  Ub  about  the  expense,  creatlni;  buiileiii 
on  xUe  poor  /aOoring'  jncn,  who,  frtun  d:iy  to  d.iy,  earn  their  siib?isic:»'C 
by  the  sweat  of  their  brow.  Pray,  sir,  since  when  has  this  class  beta 
placed  under  his  special  protaciion  ?  1  understood  him  some  days  situ^i 
to  speak  of  them  in  a  very  different  manner.  I  think,  however,  in  tliii 
matter,  he  will  lind  hiuiseif  interfering  with  the  duties  and  prerogative?  ef 
the  delegate  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Earle.)  In  conclu- 
sion, let  me  call  on  the  moderate  reformers  to  disregard,  on  the  one  hand, 
the  couunand  of  the  '*  drill  sergeant**  of  tlie  conservatives ;  and,  on  tbi 
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oth^,   the  call  of  ihe  «•  great  reformer",  and  to  act  and  decide  for  ihem- 
telve«« 

'.  Mp.  Stcvkxs  said,  that  when  gentlemen,  make  assertions  here,  they 
OQsrht  to  he  sure  of  the  tr.uii  of  them.  When  the  gcnilema:i  from  the 
cotinty  (if  Phihidclphia,  (Mr.  "Parlt:)  told  us  thnt  the  previous  question 
was  railed  in  the  Hnusn  of  l?ppresenlatives,  on  a  hill,  which  he  is  pleased 
til  term  th^^  lunv  C'i>r.stiluiion  of  ppiinsylvnnia,  afier  it  lia.l  only  heen  two 
davs  iHuK-r  coiisidiM-niloii,  one  d:iv  in  oomnuttt.'f  cf  \\w  wlinlc,  unci  one 
day  in  the  Ilousc,  lie  «>ii»fiit  tt>  h:ive  ex.iiniiiod  t!if»  journals,  nnd  Inu-n  sure 
thnt  he.  w:is  irorrcft.  He  iliii  ncn  presume  tliat  tin*  gentleman  intended  to 
impose  npnn  iliis  Cnnveniidn,  any  thinjj  wlsich  was  not  the  truth,  but  cer- 
t:iinly  the  '^«^nl!eman  had  "tinted  what  wvro  not  the  facts,  as  they  appeared 
on  the  journals  of  the  House  rf  Ropreseutativps.  When  a  gentleman 
lose  and  madn  n  stmemcnt  of  this  kind  here,  v  w;.s  prcsinned  hy  every 
one  that  he  hud  rx.iiiiinrd  the  uiiitter  rullv,  to  know  that  il  was  correct, 
and  his  word  was  always  tiilwcn.  H*  di:!  not  suppose  that  ii  was  the 
gentleman's  intention  to  falsify  ilie  record,  or  impose  upon  the  Cnnven- 
lion.  The  (gentleman  had  <ai<i.  that  the  previous  q'UJ?li«Mi  was  moved  on 
ihe  bill  t'»  incorporate  the  UiM'td  Sf-itcs  li.mU,  alirr  it  had  been  hut  two 
clays  hefi»re  the  Le(ris!;«t.ure,  Now  the  fact  wii:^  the  hill  wis  reported  on 
the  lOlh  dav  of  Jainiary,  and  was  hoCore  the  liouse,  on  motions  to  com- 
mit, and  in  diflfereni  forms,  nnd  di«fussi»d  from  dav  to  dav,  from  the  19th 
until  the  27t!i  of  January,  bnore  the  jnvvious  cjUPftion  whs  moved,  a  .d 
then  it  was  oidy  mov(?d,  alter  every  eflort  had  hern  made  hy  the  minority, 
"by  motions  to  adjourn,  and  every  other  device  within  their  power,  to  pre- 
Tent  the  question  frorn  hcin;:  t»krn.  :!nd  tiien  it  was  moved,  and  vf?ry  pro- 
perly moved.  Five  or  six  luoiiotis  had  been  made  to  adjourn,  and  the 
yp'is  and  nays  taken  on  ihe^e  motions,  meiely  for  the  pirpose  «)f  prevent- 
ing the  qtiestion  fioe.i  heiiiij  taken.  Now,  t!ie  frenihiiian  should  have 
Slated  this  mailer  correctly,  and  not  have  ailenipted  to  deceive  honorable 
gentlemen. 

Mr.  Carlr  said,  he  had  stated  the  matter  just  as  he  had  found  it  on  the 
Journal.  That  is,  that  on  the  25ih  of  January  the  bill  was  first  taken  up 
in  committee  of  iIk?  whole,  and  on  the  27ili  of  January  the  previous  ques- 
tion was  movrd  on  se  'ond  readinsr,  by  Mr.  Stevknj!,  and  others. 

Mr.  Stevens  s:iid.  if  the  g-entleinan  had  looked  t'uriher  back  in  the  Jour- 
nal, he  won  hi  have  found  that  motions  had  he:»n  mnde  to  refer  it  to  differ- 
ent cominiitees,  and  that  il  had  heen  di!»cu^■sed  fiom  day  to  day,  from  the 
19ih  of  January,  up  to  the  27th,  when  it  was  passed. 

Wcare  t(dd,  ihr.l  the  rea<(ui  '.\iiy  the  expenses  of  the  last  Legislature  are 
greater  th:in  tlie  toruier,  wis,  tint  an  altrinpt  wis  made  to  investiirnte  the 
conduci  of  th.'  (Jaual  (\)rnhii'sioners,  and  the  condition  of  the  internal  im- 
provements f)f  thp  S'atf.  lie  did  nf»i  know  wheiiu'f  it  was  w*lnt  iT^^>ntle- 
men,  on  Muodier  occasion,  i'  d!cd  an  ii;quisi:ion.  hut  at  anv  rat«»,  it  was  a 
committee  ol'the  l/'jrijiiiiuic  of  the  Comrntmwealth.  whi;*h  wrjs  appointed 
for  til  is  p'lrpnse  :  and  this  e  'mmiu?e,  instead  of  pro?ecntinn:  its  invesiiga- 
lion  in  the  Capiiol,  was  duriuir  the  whrlc  of  th.Jt  winter,  traversing  the 
country  from  Philadelphia  to  the  western  and  northern  extremiticc  of  the 
State,  and  whether  it  was  for  eleetionrerinfr  purposes  or  not,  he  would 
leave  for  the  country  to  deteruiine,  Thi?  irivcstiifaiion,  io-.i,  was  printed 
in  lar^e  numbers,  and  distribuloil  all  over  the  couatrv,  but  whether  it  was 


eOO  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

to  enlighten  the  public  mind  on  tlie  subject,  or  give  the  printer  ■  good]iA, 
wns  nfii  for  him  to  say.  Bui  we  nre  told  thai  the  sirpslon  before,  there  vmq 
inquisiiioM  esiablishei]  by  the  lietjislature.  Wei!,  if  a  rommittee  rf  ihe 
Li'gisliiure,  wa^  to  he  called  an  inquisition,  iheie  was  such  an  inquiritinn, 
bill  ihni  inquisilirn  did  not  cosi  the  Siaie  as  mtch  ns  prifitini;  the  tesiiis> 
nv  ol' ihft  vt  ininiiiec*  of  ihit  last  session,  and  sending  it  all  ovit  ihe  Sla* 
'J'he  f.euishiUirc  of  ihe  session  hefort-  last.  10  s;ive  expense.  fle:*!ir.etl  she 
priniiiitr  oi't'ie  iiivestiu.iiifm  of  their  commitiee.  Bui  what  was  ih-iii  inqii- 
5il!on  of  uhirh  we.  i'ave  heard  so  mnrh,  :in:l  wliy  was  ii  intsiiuneil.'  ll 
was  }i  c-omniiilec  raised  up»»n  the  pelitions  of  a  vnsl  nunilirr  «»f  ihe  fn^men 
of  litis  Oominonweahh.  to  inquire  into  a  ronspiniry  of  tfci  thousand  meD, 
who  were  hound  tojiether  hy  serrct  oaihs  and  ohliiiatini;s— »:i  rniispincTi 
loo.  wliieh  lav  at  the  verv  root  of  all  our  free  ins-iiiuiidns  :  and  wlun  ihii 
committee  was  raised,  the  inveetiLfatinn  instituted,  and  the  p.iriies  10  thia 
conspiracy  bioughl  before  it,  instead  of  irivin?"  testimony*  as  they  shorld 
have  doite.  they  hurled  defiance  in  the  teeth  of  the  F«egis1aiiire.  the  law. 
and  the  ('Onstitiition,  and  stood  muto.  Tlicy,  instea:!  of  siihinitinifto  the 
1,1  ws  of  their  eountrv,  when  thev  were  brought  before  the  Legislature,  re- 
fused  to  answer  any  question  put  to  them,  and  thus  aeftfuicd  an  invesiigi- 
tion  into  a  matter  which  eighty  thotiFand  of  the  freemen  of  the  CoRintcia- 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania,  had  di  dared  to  be  one  of  the  most  odions  con- 
spiacifs  whieh  had  ever  heen  foimed  in  our  free  and  happy  Govenimeni. 
Men  who  had  been  high  in  office.  Mud  had  administered  the  laws,  insiead 
of  pbevinjor  the  laws  suhniissivelv  as  it  was  their  duty  «o  «Io,  violated  ihero, 
and  bid  defiance  to  the  cleat  ly  expressed  will  of  the  Legislature.  In  re- 
ply to  the  remark  of  a  certain  gentleman,  that  there  were  |:ro!  ahlv  iirne 
things  hid  in  liie  doings  of  that  Leijis  ature,  he  had  only  to  say,  that  le 
cared  not  what  j;cn  lemen  th(>ught  about  it.  Ail  upr^^ht  and  honorable 
men  must  hiok  upon  these  low  i.isinuaiions  and  suspiriuns,  with  scorn 
an:l  contempt. 

Mr.   Porter  said,  as  the  gentleman  from  Adams  bad  I  een  pleased  to 
speak  wi'h  some  severity,  in  relation  to  the  eoiidnrtof  the  wiinesiaes,  who 
had  been  called  hefore   the  committee  of  the  Legislature  before  the  last, 
r.n(l  hi>d  spoken  in  his  iisnal  style,  in  relaticm  to  t  >e  M::sonic  «ocieiy.  he 
wiiidil  take  ihir*  occasion  to  say  that  he  uonM  meet  tl;e  gendeninti  in  .1 
(li«ier..'^sion  of  the  subjert  nf  JVlnsonry,  and   Anti-Masonry,   whenever  ii 
eame  up;  and  he  would  now  say  that  he  suxd  pledge:!  here  to  answer  all 
tlieslandeis  whieh  I  ad  hren  heaped  cmi  the  institution  of  Masonry,  whtn- 
p\er  a  proper  occasion  presented  itself.     Ii€t  this  question  roint  up  wi;cD 
it  wouhl.  l;c  w»is  rea(!y  to   n.ret  it.  and  he   wt  uld  be  the  last  person  who 
would  back  out  (lom  »   full  and  fsir  <ii?ci;ssion  of  the  whtde  subjert ;  I'u: 
as  it  woidd  he  impn  per  to  enter  iiit'»  it  at  presml,  he  wxuld  forbear  until 
li.e  ap|'rrpiia:c  tiii.c  arrived  f«  r  disc iisfirg  it. 

Mr.  (.'UANULKR,  t  r  JMiiladelphin,  said  that  tlio  frnlleman  from  AfVms, 
(Mr.  Stuxlns^  a  L'cniloiiian  wi  ii  wl  cm  h:*  had  h.  d  a  personal  intcnoirf 
for  8!  me  time,  w  hich  had  cffort'ed  him  a  ureal  dei.l  t>i  plraiuie,  had  Itlien 
eef:!Fi(n  to  nake  feme  nniaiKi  in  leloiirn  10  tie  A\itresfcs  wl.o  iicre 
i;rovght  helbre  the  Legislature,  to  be  exj^mitud  in  relstipn  10  the  :lIlrc^; 
e\\U  oi  Mi'iomy.  v»  liivh  \v?re  entii-ely  uiifBllvd  ior.  The  gcr.lfman  »wi 
mid  ihet  \hote  uitncsifi,  ln%\nd  sf  c' eying  iha  lewt  of  their  eonmt^'i 
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MntitiTM  of  the  people,  and  stood  mute.  As  one  of  those  men  \v\\o 
stood  ill  this  Hall,  two  jears  a^,  a  prisoner  of  the  Commnnwealih*  he 
would  nrit  use  the  language  which  thn  ffenileman  from  Adams*  liad  used,  in 
reply  to  another  j^eililenian— ^he  would  not  say  it  was  false,  hut  he  would 
say,  that  neither  he,  (Mr.  C.)  nor  any  other  meinher  of  that  instilniion, 
vrho  then  stood  here  a  prisoner,  either  hurlud  dfMi  lUce  in  the  fiicc  of  the 
gentleman  from  Adsuii"*,  or  the  Representatives  of  ihc  people,  lie  trcMicd 
the  i^entleinan,  an  1  Uie  Repres  'ntatives  of  the  pnople,  wiih  all  proper  ics- 
pert.  H  5  hf»wed  'with  deference  lo  the  Ropreseniativefi  of  ihe  people, 
fltandin'jf  cmlv  upon  those  rit;ht8  which  he  h.dd  from  the  Almighty,  and 
th'ise  riirhts  he  8ho:iM  defend  while  he  was  possessed  of  the  power  to  de- 
fend them.  He  h:id  howcd  with  deference  to  them,  as  he  would  now 
bow  to  all  who  held  anihority  over  him  ;  but  he  must  alwavs  defend  his 
own  pergonal  rights,  whether  they  were  assailed  hy  individuals,  or  hy  the 
h\z^  authority  of  thn  Lei^islativc  body.  He  did  not  now  consider  that  he 
'Wis  called  upon  to  defend  an  institution  to  which  he  was  ardently  attach- 
ed, that  was  assailed ;  and  he  should  therefore  content  himself  by  defend- 
ing his  own  personal  rights,  na  a  member  of  that  institution,  and  as  a 
Representative  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  upon  this  floor. 

Mr.  Denny  t!inuirht  it  unneees«:aiy  to  adjourn  on  the  18lh  of  July,  to 
meet  aiyain  in  Oetoher  or  Decembt*r.  He  could  see  no  good  to  result  from 
this,  and  he  apprcht'nded  there  would  be  much  inconvenience  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  body  arising  fi-om  it.  It  mi^ht,  perhaps,  not  I>e  attended  with 
inconvenience  to  th  tse  who  reside  in  tfiis  seetion  of  the  State,  hut  to  those 
who  lived  in  a  remote  part  of  the  Commonwealth,  it  c»;r:aijdy  would  be 
very  inconvenient,  as  it  would  be  lakin?  them  from  their  hoines  much 
longer  th-in  bv  continuinfr  in  session  uniil  our  labors  were  completed.  Be- 
sides the  difTercnce  in  expr.Misi?  Ixetwecn  adjourning  now.  to  meet  ag.iin, 
and  co?»tin;iinff  in  session,  wo  dd  be  very  cunsi  leraWe.  IJe  had  heard 
much  sai  I  about  xha  health  of  FlarrisburG^,  but  he  saw  no  reason  why  we 
should  complain  of  it.  (Jeriainly  there  had  been  le<s  indisposition  among  the 
members  of  ih'^  Conventio:).  than  there  was  geneially  among  the  members 
of  tli^  Liigislature,  durit!^^  the  winu-r  season.  He  was,  therefore,  for  eon- 
tinui'igrmr  work  now.  soth.u  wp  might  complete  it,  and  submit  ii  lotiie  v  te 
of  the  people,  at  the  October  election,  if  pr.jciicable.  If  not  then,  at  the 
earliei^t  pcrio.l  thereal'tor  possible.  He  could  see  no  reai<on  why  we 
should  now  adjonin  ;<>  meet  ajrain  in  the  f:ill  of  the  year.  l]y  so  doing, 
theexpeiises  of  the  Convenliori  would  Lm«  ineri'ased,  and  the  p<.»ople  would 
be«'ome  prejulieed  a'/ainsl  the  (Jonvenii<m.  whieli  iniirjil  h.jvi?  a  Wndency 
to  defeat  jiidicious  reform.  CT>'nticmijn  have  ifo:;c  i:Jto  calculaiions  to  j?how 
iliattlie  expenses  of  tho  Leiri<i;.ture,on  e/irt.du  ocrasioti?',  were  urea  er  than 
this  Convention.  Now,  it  i.s  will  known,  lint  the  expi»ndiiur  s  of  the 
Legisilaiirrt  wtiru  m:ide  upon  ve.r>'  p^rujiar  oeta'^ions,  and  i';.it  ifie  or/iinary 
expenditure  is  uinirii  I-.  s*,  and  \\iX4  ihn  to  jusiity  us  in  tlie  eyes  of  the 
people  in  niakiuir  these  extr.ivagmt  cxnendiiures  ?  Was  ii  to  he  a  sufH- 
cient  jusiifii'uiion  t )  us.  that  another  body  had  expended  a  larger  sum  of 
moiey  than  we  have?  W.-re  we,  because  smother  btidy  had  done  wrong, 
to  r>Uow  its  example,  and  do  wrong  iils(»?  Was  this  to  be  the  course  we 
wore  to  pursue.  &ad  did  geirdemen  expect  \n  jv^tify  themselves  before  the 
ptopW •  bjr  makirtg  such  refervnoes  ns  thMS  ?     Ht  hopad  the  qufstion  pf 

m  w^ovramrpt  ^9^A  bt  aov  f\x\  it  mh  «o  tl)«(  wo  would  bf «r  ^o  iB9rf 
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of  it,  and  then  he  hoped  we  would  go  on  witli  our  business  nnd  get  thnnigh 
in  time  to  submit  it  to  a  vote  of  the  people  at  the  October  electionst  if  prac- 
tie^b'e. 

Mr.  DtJTCLop  had  listened  for  some  time  to  tht:  rrfftimcnts  of  djnVrent 
gentlpmcn,  in  relation  to  the  expense?  of  the  Convention,  and  the  eiTnris 
whirh  had  been  mnde  bj^  diflftTent  pentlpmeu,  in  show,  that  the  rxponsrs  of 
the  Lpjjjishiure  were  irrealer  ihnn  the  expenpcs  of  the  Con vcn lion.     Now, 
as  lie  considered  thai  this  question  of  HiljournniPiit  nuchi  lo  he  conuened 
\vilh  tlio  (luesiion  of  yubmitinir  lo  the  ficoph'  Muh  nmeiuhnonts  ::s  we  have 
made,  and  the  further  question  wlicihcr  wc  ought  to  n.'turn  liere  to  miike 
other  ameudmenis,  he  ronsidered  this  question  of  expense,  as  one  of  im- 
portance, and  one  whirli  oiisrlu  lo  be  s:)okon  of.     It  w:is  certainly  proper 
that  the  people  should  be  inlormrd  of  everything  which  occun^d  heri*,  and 
also  of  the  manner  in  which  their  money  was  pxpi=:n(!ed,  ;?n  that  they 
mitrht  weij^h  the  amendments  we  were  m  ikin^.  witii  the  cost  of  ihem.     It 
was  really  amusing  lo  see  the  difierent  position?  and  gr(»i;nda  wliich  jpen- 
tlemiMi  l'»ok  in  this  Convention,      The  other  day,  when  he  mnd'j  an  esti- 
mate of  the  expensps  of  the  Convention,  when  the  quef-lion  of  ai'jiajm- 
mrnt  was  before  the  Iio\ise,  he  w;is  io!;l  by  one  genileman,  thr.i  i;e  wa« 
scaring  the  penplR,  that  the  pe»jple  would  become  alarmed  iit  this  nrray  nf 
expenses  which  was  laid  hefiiro  thorn,  yet  noiv,  this  same  gcnt!crn::n  inU 
U8  that  the  pecp'e  rar<^  uotliiug  nbout  the  expenses  of  liic  (Convention,  that 
they  are  wholly  indilTernnt   hs  to  wh  .t  the  cxpondituie  m;«y  be,  proviiieil 

ihev  carry  the  reforms  which  they  have  in  vi^-w,  and  that  tliev  "re  tleter- 
•  •  •  • 

mined  on  canying  those  measures  re^rnrdless  of  ail  expense.     There  was 
one  thing,  however,  connected  with  this  mnitfr,  which  h-id  striirk  him 
MS  a  little  sinsfular.  and  that  was,  li'at  tiiese  leaders  in  the  C«mveniinn  who 
had  always  cried  out  for  niforin.  shonld  !«e  :  iin<st  alarmed  out  of  tl;eir  wit5, 
anti  scared  front  giving  their  votes  in  favor  oi'  an  adjournment,  by  the  exliibi- 
lion  of  the  expenses  of  the  C  'uvi-ntion,  when  tlie  people  cared  so  httlc 
about  it.     Gentlemen  had  said,  that   the  speech   he  made  the  othui  d<iy« 
prevented  the  day  of  adjoumui'MU  bcinir  fivdat  that  time,  and  this  spemed 
most  surprising  to  him,  when  ilio  same  ;;eutleman  had  told  us  that  the  peo- 
ple cared  nothing  at  all  about  ihese  expenses.       He  had  not  been  the  Hrst 
person  who  intr  idncpd  this  siihjeci  ofexpensfs  here,  as  it  had  been  iii!M- 
duced  lonir  before  he  luul  said  auv  thinr  about  it :  but  he  was  the  fir^t  who 
had  gone  into  a  detail  of  t!ie  expeuises  of  the  jxxly,  and   he  had  done  tliis 
merely  to  siiow  the  peopl«  of  tlu?  country  what  m  sney  was  being  f-xpend- 
ed  here,  so  that  Uiey   might  compare  the  amendments  made,  with  iheci- 
ponse  ot'  making  them.     If,  however,  s.une  genilcmen  h  id  undLTiake-i 
to  show  that  ihf^  exp*Mis«  s  of  the  Ivirislature  ivere  gre  iter  than  the  exppis- 
ses  of  the  (Convention,  it  would  become  nccs.'ary  for  liiui  to  recapitiiliite 
souje  of  his  arjrjunents,  to  sari^^lV  the  eomniiitoe  thai  what  Ise  then  s:ud 
was  correct.     lie  helieve  I  the  expenses  o!    the  (?onvintion  t»  he  gn^aier, 
.nnd  consideraMy  greater,  than  the  expenses  of  the  ordinary  I*ogisl  tun*.— 
The  expenses  of  tht?  ordina  y  L'.'gijjlaiuie  wtT3  about  the  same  as  that  if 
the  Convention,  with  the  exci»pticm  of  tlte  Sienosr.iphersaud  the  priutiff. 
There  ate  the  same  number  of  metnbers  of  the  Convention,  as  of  the  Le- 
gislature, at  the  same  pay,  and  there  are  about  the  same  number  of  o0ic9.'S 
employed  by  the  Convention,  as  in  the  ordinary  Jjegishttirf ,  at  about  the 
sainu  salaries.      In  tl|c  urdin:iry  Lcgisilaiure,  they  print  of  the  Cnviish 
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Journal  about  twelve  hundred  copies,  and  lisir  that  nnmher  of  the  Gernnm. 
Now,  if  genilemen  would  turn  to  page  one  hundred  and  fifteen  nf  the 
minutes  t  f  the  Conv<ntion.  thc^y  would  find  that  the  printer  of  the  Endiah 
Journal  was  directed  to  print  twelve  hundred  nnd  fifiy  ropiea  of  said  Jour- 
nal, together  with  the  minutes  of  the  committee  of  the  who'e,  and  the 
piintei  of  the  German  Journal  was  directed  to  print  tiie  same  number. — 
Now,  it  will  be  reci)llected  that  in  the  Legislature,  there  is  no  fournal  kept 
of  the  priiccedin^s  in  rommiiiee  of  the  whole,  which  is  done  here,  and  this 
toge  her  wiih  the  extra  numher  of  copies,  w«iuld  I  alanec  the  printing  of 
the  Joiirnul  of  the  Senate.  Then  there  was  nothing  remainine^  to  he  bal- 
anced but  the  hills,  and  he:\p))rehen(le.l  that  the  printing  of  our  Journal  of 
deb.ites  would  cost  a  vastly  i^rcaier  sum  than  the  bil  s.  Every  gentleman 
who  woulil  cxinniue  the  mailer,  and  knew  any  thing  of  the  expenses  of 
printing,  must  know  that  the  exp('n^c  of  printing  the  debates  of  the  Con- 
vention, wouhl  WiV  exceed  theprimin:!  of  the  hills  of  the  LetriMature.  He 
belie\ed  that  the  printing  of  the  deb.tes  wniii.l  quadiuple  the  expense  of 
printing  the  bill^.  He  thought  h.e  had  $(hown  that  the  expenses  of  prin- 
ting of  the  Ctniventiun,  were  greater  limn  thai  of  the  Legiolattire,  and  there 
were  to  he  added  to  this,  the:*«!aiies  of  iheStctio^rraphers,  and  the  expense 
of  the  Daly  Ciironiele.  togiHher  with  the  addition  d  postaire.  which  wcndd 
bring  the  expenses  of  the  L'tnivention  up  to  a  considerahlc  sum  above  the 
expenses  ol  the  ordinary  Lc^^isflnture.  Those  genUemcn  who  had  said  shat 
the  expenses  of  il;;*  ordir.ary  Lvii's'.auire  were  greater  than  those  of  the  Con- 
venlion  had  made  ihe  assertion  without  th:^  proper  e.\aminati'>n,  ami  he 
now  look  np'.;n  himself  ti>  say,  ill  it  any  gentleman  who  would  examine 
the  fuels,  would  lind  ih.it  our  expenses  were  v;  ry  considerably  (greater 
than  the  expenses  of  theoidiiiary  Legislatuie.  He  considered  it  right  and 
proper  that  this  question  shouM  be  agitated,  because  he  wished  to  see  the 
question  of  adjournment  coupled  with  the  que:siion  of  snbmiting  those 
nmendmcnis  which  we  have  made  to  the  peop'.e,  and  with  the  question 
whether  ttie  people  desire  this  Convention  to  re-assemble  to  propose  further 
amendments  u>  the  Constitution.  Then,  if  the  people  thought  the  amend- 
ments desired  were  paramount  to  the  cost  which  it  would  put  them  to, 
to  obtain  them  they  cm  declare  that  the  Convention  shall  re-assemble,  and 
proceed  with  the  amendments  which  they  desire,  and  if  they  think  they 
will  cost  nuue  than  they  are  worih,  they  can  so  decide,  and  the  Conven- 
tion will  be  adjourned  si.ie  i.is, 

Tne  question  wiu;  ihcn  taken  on  the  amendment,  and  it  was  decided  in 
the  aflTirniaiive — Year  58 — Navs  51,  as  follows: 

Vkis — Mt's<rs.  Biri'i  jy,  ]).iriiit/,  BcJi'iir  i,  HiJ  II?,  I3r.)vvn  of  Narthtiiipton.  C  ircy, 
Cham  ITS.  l-'lMiuilfT  of  Clj/sior,  i.'ltan  llrr  oI"  Pliiladflphia,  Cliuun-ey.  Cliivin^rr, 
Crjj.g,  Uiurn,  Cumui.ii.  C-.ull,  U.rlingiim,  Di  liiigc/,  F.inc  ly.  Forward,  Fry,  Ful  cr, 
Gt-artLirt,  G.eii.  ii,  llaiiis,  Ha<.t  iij;s,  !Iop!ii.is  iii.  Hi>u|ii,  Hytlv,  Ingi^rsoll.  Jcnks,  KiMine- 
d>,K.vl»s.  M.clay,  .Mu.iii,  Aiartin,  ..I'OirK'ii,  Mtrriil,  Miiiit^oins.y,  Myers  O^erf'icl.l, 
}'eiiiiyp.trker,  to  loik.  P.>rtjr  of  Laiici^tur,  PortiT  of  i\i>rUiiiiiptnn,  Roitjiirt,  R  ter.  Rus- 
sell, ffuo  ei,  Scittt,  sdol.crs,  ^r.'.ll,  Sjhcc  z,  S.ij|!it.>,  Sill,  tinively,  9»vctlaud,  TodJ, 
Wtidmai,  Scrguaut,  i  resident— -58. 

Ni.T9— Mfssiv.  Agnew,  .Ayro^,  3.ildwin,  Banks  Barndoilar.  Uayno,  Do!l,  Bonlftm, 
But.ei,  C/arke  of  B.aver,  Cark  of  Dauphni,  Clarke  of  IiMl^ana.  CI  as  CichMn,  Cope, 
Crjiii,  Cuiiniughafi),  Udrah,  De.iuy,  Uickeison,  DonnelL  D^iran,  Dunlop.  E  ide,  Flem- 
.  in;;,  Gjinble,  Gilmi>rc,  Hayhur>t,  Ht-lll'iiiiStein,  Hiester,  High,  K^im,  Kerr,  Konignwcher, 
M'CaU,  M'^.ierry.  MjreJ  iti,  M.Tkel,  Miller,  Nevia,  Purvuncf,  Read,  Ritter,  Rogers^ 
SiDjftb,  Sterigere,  8teTeiie»  Stickel,  Taggart,  TlMiBas^  Yooog— 61. 
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Mr.  H1X8TBR  then  oelM  for  t^e  yeas  tnd  nays  on  tha  aineiidmesl»  ai 

amended*  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Earle  then  moved  to  amend  the  ameodmentby  adding  thereto  tha 
following  proviso: 

»'  Provided^  That  before  such  adjournment,  the  tenure  of  the  Indgea  of 
the  SRveral  courts,  and  a  provision  for  future  amendments,  sliall  be  consi* 
dered  in  eoinmiltee  of  the  whole." 

Mr  Earlg  calh^l  for  ihe  ye:i:i  and  nays  which  were  ordered,  and  were 
Yeas  41 — Mays  69,  as  r(»llo\v.s  : 

Yeaa — >fr«Rr'.  Agns-w,  Ayroft,  Bank«,  Bnrni*z,  Bayne,  Bedford,  Bonham,  Cniwn,af 
Lancil^t('^  Brown,  of  Phil.ifi(l|»hid.  Butler,  ChamlicrB,  Cl<irkf*,  of  Bt-avrr.  (>l.irfc,  of 
Dau{  hill,  Claiko,  of  In  lian-i,  Clinc,  Coc*hruii,  Cr»in,  Dsirrah,  Donny,  Earle,  FleoH 
i  :(;,  Gitinbic,  H'.uhurst,  HcKTcntsti  in,  HiiKtcr,  High,  Ingfr^sull,  Keim.  Kerr,  M*Ca> 
lirn.  Mc  krK  Miliar,  Moiit^oim^ry,  Nevin,  Purviuncr,  Read,  Killer,  Rog  rs,  ShcIIiM^ 
Smyth, 8icrc;  -le, S?f ickt  I, Tagrfiart— 4 1. 

Nats — Mcs^r;*  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Bnmdollar.  Boll.  Biddle,  C  irry.  Chandler,  rf 
Chrnrrr,  ChaiulItT,  of  Philndelphirt,  Qhiunc^y,  Clenvingcr,  Copo,  Cniij,  Cium.  Cum- 
ir.in,  Cuniitniihtm.  Curll,  Darlinjion.  Uii'krr«nn,  Di  linger,  Donnrll,  Dunl  ip,  Fum*!!/, 
FNtrviard,  Fiy.  Fuller,  (?r  irhart,  0  Imnrr,  Grcne!],  Ha-'ris  Hastins;s  Ho;  ki  •^Oll,  Hou|il, 
JHyilc,  Ji'n'M«,  Kfnnc.ly.  KoniQin  irhcr,  Krels.  Machiy,  Miinn,  Martin,  M'Ciill,  M'8hfny, 
MiTrdiih.  Mcirill.  Myfn«,  OvfrfiiM,  Penuypuckir,  Poilixk.  Poritx  of  Ij  mcAsier.  Poller, 
of  Noidi  •mptim.  Reiu:irt.  Uiter,  Ku<t:cll.  Snoirer,  ^CMtt  S.IIcrs  SerriJ,  Schei*t7, S3I, 
Snively,  $iev«'ns!:Swctland,*rhom»8,'ro(ld,Weidmnn,  Young,  Sergeant.  /*'Ytt>Afn/«— 69. 

So  ihr  amendment  to  the  amend mcut,  was  derid':d  in  the  ncgHiive. 
M.'.  SfRvcNs  t  icn  moved  to  a.nend  llie  amendment,  by  substituting  the 
following  : 

Beiofved.  That  the  f  dlotvino;  ame-Klmnnts  in  the  Const'tution,  shall  he  ftubmited  to 
the  |.e  i|)le  ff  thiACoinni)iiwculth  for  th«ir  coiili  matioii  or  rejection,  at  t^e  nest  getierJ 
el-ciion,  in  tho  fi>'lt>wing:  nianner:  The  iiinendinciits  shall  be  tnihni:t.*d  nil  togetlirr. 
1  he  fieveral  iiiKptct  r  aiipoiiitcd  or  cb.oi>n  to  cniuiuct  the  next  general  election,  ahalL  at 
thciimcAand  phicc.^  of  hoUiiig  said  election,  receive  written  •  r  printed  tickcli  friim  the 
electors  qualified  to  volt*  at  saiil  rlcjtion,  lihelle.l  on  the  outxi  ic  **  Amcndmeni*,**  w^ 
conta'iiing  on  the  iiisitle,  '*  For  the  nniemlmrnls."  or"  Ag-iin^t  the amendineiits,'*  anJ llie 
Votes  thus  viven,  sh-il!  b^s  counted  and  nMuined  n  the  snmc  mmiier  as  i<  now  provided 
for  in  the  ra^  of  votes  for  KcpresrniMtiviv-— which  s  ti  I  voie^i  shall  le  opened,  couoted, 
and  rec-lind  by  tlie  nrzt  Geneih!  As'^enib'y,  in  jiiint  Convention  on  the  third  Wrdnei- 
day  of  Di'cenil)er  next :  And  if  a  in  ij  irity  of  al!  the  voie^  thus  given,  sbfill  b*  "F-<r  tlM 
amendments."  then  these  am^  ndmeni«  hhull  licronicaii«l  lie  n  part  of  tiie  ConititBtioo  of 
thirf  Cotnmonwe.dth ;  cthcrwisc  they  shall  he  void.  Tb.*.  cSccretary  of  the  ComsuNi- 
woalth,  shall  cause  the  amendments  to  b.*  p.ibli^ied  in  uX  Ie.i<it  two  newspapers  in  oack 
county  (containing  i-^  many)  fur  ut  least  two  months  bcfoio  the  election. 

AxE!fUMXNTS. 

Articlr  T.     Alter  the  sections  sicond  and  tenth,  so  hs  to  rend  as  fiillows: 
8r.iTio5  2.     The  Repre  eilt.llives^b;lll  U*  chosen  nnnually.  by  the  ciiizeDsoT  Phili- 
delpbi:!  and  o\'  enrh  c«>uiity,  ret.,  c.  tive  y.  on  the  thiid  Tuesday  «»f  O  tolier. 

biCT.  10.     'Jlie  Oeiieial  As  embly  ah.ill  met  im  thu  fir^t  TuoMJay  uf  Jaiuurg  is 
each  yetir^  imUst  sooner  couv^ned  hy  the  Governor. 

Art.  Ill,  or  TJK  Coxstitution.  AUit  iwction  first,  so  no  to  read  a^  follow*: 
Skct.  I.  In  elections  by  the  c  tiaens,  evoiy  f.vemjn  of  the  a^e  of  twenfy*oM 
yea  8.  h.vin;{  lesided  in  the  btato  o.ie  year,  or  il  he  hiil  previously  lie«o  a  qoa:i6aJ  ols^ 
tor,  six  months  ieforo  the  election,  an  I  witiiin  two  yea  s  next  lerora  tha  election  paids 
state  or  county  tas,  which  shall  have  be  n  n>«se4«cd  wt  leaat  ten  days  nest  before  ib6ol» 
tion,  »h  1 1  enjoy  tho  rights  of  an  eIrcUir:  ProvidetU  That  freoinen,  dtisens  of  tbs  Uai* 
ted  States,  having  residod  in  thu  State  as  stforesiid,  being  between  the  a^ea  of  tweolj-cat 
and  twenty-two  yean,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  although  they  aball  not  have  vS 
taxes. 
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Abt.  VI,  OP  THE  Co!rsTiTUTiox.     AltCF  it  (o  rcsu]  OS  followi: 

81CT.  1.  Sheriils  and  Coronera  iihall,  at  the  tiroes  and  piacra  of  election  of  Repre- 
sentatives, be  chosen  by  the  citizens  of  each  county.  One  pcrion  ihall  be  choeen  for 
each  office,  who  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor.  They  sliall  hold  their  offices 
for  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well,  and  until  a  successor  be 
duly  qualified ;  but  no  person  shull  be  twice  choeen  or  appointed  SberilT  in  any  term  of 
six  years.  Vacancies  in  either  of  said  offices,  shall  be  filled  by  a  new  appointment  to  be 
made  by  the  Governor,  to  continue  until  the  next  general  election,  and  until  a  successor 
■hall  be  chosen  and  qualified  as  aforesaid. 

Add  a  new  section,  to  be  called  section  six,  as  follows : 

Sect.  6.  Prothonotaries  and  Clerks  of  the  several  courts,  (except  the  Prothonotarici 
of  the  Supreme  court,  who  shall  be  appointed  in  the  respective  districts  by  the  court  for 
the  term  df  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  themselves  well,  and  are  not  removed 
by  the  court,)  Recorders  of  Deeds  and  Registers  of  Wills,  shall,  at  the  times  and  places 
of  election  of  Representatives,  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of  each  county,  or  the  districts 
orer  which  the  jurisdiction  of  said  courts  extends,  and  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Go- 
vernor. They  shall  hold  their  offices  for  three  years,  if  they  shall  so  long  behave  them- 
selves  well,  and  until  their  successors  shall  be  duly  qualified.  The  Legislature  shall  de- 
signate by  law  the  number  of  persons  in  each  county  who  shall  hold  said  offices,  and  how 
many  and  which  of  said  offices  shnll  be  held  by  one  person.  Vacancies  in  any  of  the 
said  offices  shall  be  filled  by  an  appointment  to  bo  made  by  the  Governor ;  to  continue 
until  the  next  general  election,  and  until  a  succe«or  shall  be  elected  and  qalified  as 
efbrosaid. 

Add  a  new  section  to  be  called  section  7,  as  follows  : 

Sect.  7.  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Aldermen  shall  be  elected  by  the  citizens  of  the 
several  boroughs,  townships  and  wards,  at  the  times  and  places  of  electing  Constables, 
and  hold  their  office  for  five  years,  if  they  so  long  behave  themselves  well :  the  number 
in  each  district  to  be  fixed  by  the  Legislature. 

Add  a  new  article,  to  bo  called  article  X.  as  follows : 

Article  X.  Sect.  1.  The  public  debt  of  this  Commonwealth  shall  never  exceed  the 
sum  of  thirty  millions  of  dollars. 

Abticls  XI.  Sect.  1.  Any  amendment  or  amendments  to  this  Constitution  may  bo 
proposed  in  the  Senate  or  Assembly,  and  if  the  same  sh>ill  be  agreed  to  by  a  majority  of 
the  members  elected  to  each  of  the  two  houses,  such  proposed  amendment  or  amendments 
shall  be  entered  on  tlicir  journals,  with  the  yeas  and  nays  taken  thereon :  And  the  Sec- 
Tetary  of  the  Commonwoulth  shall  cause  the  same  to  be  published,  as  soon  as  practicable 
in  at  least  one  newspaper  in  every  county,  in  which  a  newspaper  shall  be  published  ;  and 
if,  in  the  Legislature  next  al'tcrwards  chosen,  such  proposed  amendment  or  amendments 
shall  be  agreed  to  by  a  majority  of  all  the  members  elected  to  each  house,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commonwealth  shall  cause  the  same  again  to  be  published  in  sianner  afoiesaid, 
and  such  proposeil  amendment  or  amendments  shall  be  submitted  to  the  people  at  such 
time,  at  least  three  months  distant,  and  in  such  maimer  as  the  I«egislature  shall  prescribe : 
And  if  the  people  shall  approve  and  ratify  such  amendment  or  amendments  by  a  majority 
of  the  qualified  voters  of  this  state  who  shall  vote  thereon,  such  amendment  or  amend- 
ments shall  become  a  part  of  the  Constitution. 

Rttolvedj  That  this  Convention  will  now  adjourn  to  meet  again  oh  the  first  Tuesday 
of  May  next,  if  the  people  shall  so  determine  under  the  following  provision  : 

Provi(kii,  That  the  question  whether  this  Convention  shall  assemble,  shall  be  submit- 
ted to  the  people  at  the  next  annual  election  in  the  following  manner,  viz:  The  Inspec- 
tora  who  frhall  conduct  said  election,  shall  receive  written  or  printed  tickets  firom  the  legal 
Toters,  labelled  on  the  outside  **  Convention" — and  on  the  inside  containing  tlie  words 
**  Aisomble,"  or  "  not  Assemble,'*  which  shall  be  carefully  counted,  and  returned  in  the 
same  manner  as  is  now  provided  for  in  tho  case  of  the  election  of  Sherifl*:  And  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth  shall  open  and  count  the  same  in  twenty-five  days  after 
the  election,  and  if  the  number  of  votes  containing  the  word  **  Assemble,*'  shall  exceed 
the  number  of  those  containing  the  words  **  Not  Assemble,"  then  the  Governor  shall 
forthwith  give  notice  thereof  by  publishing  the  same  in  every  county  of  the  state,  and 
notifying  the  Convention  to  assemble.  But  if  the  votes  containing  the  word  '^  Assemble,*' 
shall  not  exceed  those  containing  the  words  "  Not  Assemble,"  then  theGoremor  shall,  in 
like  manner,  give  notice  thereof,  and  this  Convention  shall  be  dissolved. 
VOL.  III.  t4 
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Mr.  CuMMix,  of  Juniata,  a^ked  if  il  was  in  order  to  ofler  this  anarad* 
ment.  It  w?.s  a  'waste  of  time  to  be  making  such  propositions,  and  be 
hoped  this  would  be  thrown  under  the  table. 

Mr.  Inoersoll  moved  that  ihc  Convenlion  adjourn,  which  was  nep 
tived. 

Mr.  Sterigkrk  moved  to  postpone  indefinitely  tlic  resolution  and  amend- 
ment, and  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  onlered. 

Mr.  Betx,  of  Chester,  asked  if  the  elVcel  of  this  motion  would  be  to 
postpone  the  whole. 

Mr.  Stkvkns,  of  Adams,  hoped  the  postponement  would  not  take  pisice. 
He  desired  to  have  a  direct  vote  on  his  proposition.  Il  would  not  occnpy 
much  time.  It  puts  il  in  the  power  of  the  people  to  make  future  amend* 
ments,  whether  we  come  back  or  not. 

The  question  was  then  taken  and  decided — yeas  31,  nays  77 — as  fol- 
lows : 

YiAB. — Mcfu-rit.  Ayrcis  Bankn,  Bavnc,  Bonliam,  Brown,  of  Northani]'ton,  Bnifar, 
Clarke,  of  Beaver,  (*lark.  of  Dau]'hin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Clinc,  Cochran,  Crda, 
Darruh,  DonnelK  Doran,  Earle,  Fleming,  Huyhur-t,  Heltrenslein,  Hiester,  Iligfa* 
Keim,  Kerr,  Miiler,  Montgomery,  Nexin,  Purviancc,  Killer,  Smvth,  Sierigwe, 
Siickel— 31. 

Natk. — McBsrs.  Aqncw,  Baldwin,  Barclay,  DarndolLir,  Bedford,  Dell,  Ei^lr. 
Carey,  Chombers,  Cliandler,  of  Cbe.<tcr,  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  Chanatrv. 
Cleuvingfer.  Co|>e,  Cr»ig,  Crum,  Cummin,  Ciirll  Darlinglon,  Denny,  DickrrKo. 
Dillinger,  Dunlop,  Fjrrolly,  Foiwurd,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamlile,  Cicarhatt,  Gihnort, 
Grenell,  Hariip,  Hanings,  Hopkinson.  Houpt,  Hyde,  IngerBoll,  Jenkis,  Keonedj. 
Konigmacher,  Krclm,  Maclay,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Cahen,  M'Call,  M'Sherry,  Mcrtdith, 
Merrill,  MerkrI,  Myers,  C)verfirld,  Pennypncker,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  LancMtff, 
Porter,  of  Northampton.  Reigart,  Kend,  Ritor,  Roger*,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott, 
Helleri,  Serrill,  Scheetz,  Shellito.  Sill,  Snively,  Stevens,  Sirctland,  Taggart,  'lllflllla^ 
Todd,  Weidman,  Young,  Wcrgeant,  Pretident — 77. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  I^eigart,  of  Laneaster,  the  resolution  was  modified, 
so  as  to  admit  the  words  •'  city  of  Lancaster". 

Mr.  Martix,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  moved  that  the  Convention  do  now  adjouni. 

And  the  question  being  taken  on  tlie  motion,  it  was  decided  in  the  ne- 
gative. 

Mr.  Stev£N8  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  previous  question,  sod 
being  taken,  it  was  decided — yeas  56,  nays  49—35  follows  : 

Yeah. — Mciefirs.  Br.nks  Barclay,  Bonhnin,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Cany. 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  CIcavinirer.  Craig,  Crain,  Crum,  Cummin,  Ciirll,  DoDDrll. 
Farrclly,  Forwi.rd,  Fry,  Fullor,  Gamble.  Gcarhart,  Gilmore.  Grenell,  Hasting*.  Hay- 
hurrt,  High,  Houpt.  Hyde,  Ji  nkw,  KennetW,  Kreha,  Maclov,  Mann,  Martin,  M'Cahrti. 
Miller,  Myers,  Nc^in,  Ovcrfuld,  Pennvr'acker,  Pollock^  Porter,  of  Nortbamptoo, 
Reigait,  Read,  Riler,  Kogcm,  RumcU,  'Saeger.  Sellens  Pcrrill,  Schcetz,  SMlito. 
Smyth,  SniYcIy.  Stickol,  «wct!und.  Taggart,  Thomaa— 56. 

Xati. — Messrs.  Agncw.  Ayros,  Baldwin,  Bamdollar,  Bayne,  Bcdfeid,  BeH 
Biddle,  Buthr,  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  Chauncey,  Clarke,  of  Bmw. 
Claik.  of  Dauphin.  Cline,  Cochran,  Cope,  Darlingtou,  Darrah,  Denny,  DidtrfiHi. 
Dillinger,  Doran.  Dunlop,  Earle,  Fleming,  Harria,  Helffcnrtein.  Hiealcr.  HopkiiiM. 
Ingertoll,  Keim,  Kerr,  M'Call,  M'Sherry,  Merrill.  Merkel,  Montgomeiy,  Poner,  ef 
Lancaster,  Purviance,  Hitter,  Scott,  8i!l,  Slerigcre,  Stevens,  Todd,  WdJmiii 
Young.  Sergeant,  PrewVfcn/— 49. 

Mr.  Inoehsoll,  of  Philadelphia,  moved  that  the  Convention  do  now 
aijouTD.     Lost. 
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The  question  then  recurred  on  a^eeing  to  the  resolution  as  modified. 
Mr.  Smyth  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  being  taken,  the  resolu* 
lion  was  ngred  to — yeas  !)0,  nays  47 — as  follows  : 

Ykai. — Meiflrs.  B.ilUwin,  Barclay.  BcJfwrd,  Dell,  Biddlc,  Drown,  ol  Northampton, 
Carey,  (^h.imlvcra,  Ch.indlcr,  of  PhilaJclp'iisi.  Chauncpy,  Cleavini;cr.  Ciipc,  Cmig, 
Crum,  Cum-nin.  Curll,  D.»rlin:»ion,  DHIin^er.  Pjirrelly,  Forward,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gearhait, 
Grfinell,  Ilirri^,  ll'istiiig'*,  Hopkimtan.  Hoii(;t.  Hytlc.  Ini^crdoll,  Jcnks,  Kennedy,  Krebi, 
Mjclay,  Min:i,  M.irtiii,  M'C'ilien.  M»vrill,  M>ers,  OviTtleld,  Penny (Mi-^iker,  Pollock, 
Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Por^.T,  of  Northamptou,  iieigfirc,  Kitcr,  Rui^ll,  Saegcr,  Scott, 
Scllem,  Scrrili,  i:k*hcetz.  Sjhcllito,  b'ili,  Snivcly,  Svvcli.ind,  Todd,  Weidman,  Sei^^nt, 
I'retiiUnt — 59. 

Nats. — McasrB.  Ac^nP^t  AYr;»r».  Banks,  BamdoIIar,  Bnyne,  Bonliam,  Butler,  Clarke, 
of  Bcrtvpr,  CMark,  of  Dauphin,  Cl.irkc,  of  Tndian:i,  CMino.  CiK:hrdn,  Crain,  Darrah, 
Dfnny.  Dickcrson,  Doniieil.  Doran,  Duniop.  Karlo,  Flornini;,  Gamble,  Oilmore,,  Hay- 
htirat,  Hclllinfitpin,  Hiustor.  Hi?h,  Kolni,  Kerr,  M'Cull,  M'»5iiorfy,  .^ierulith,  Metkel, 
Miller,  Monlgoinery,  Neviii,  Purviunco,  Read.Kitter,  Koj^crs,  Smytli,  i^tcrigere,  Sievent, 
Stickel,  Taggurt,  Thoioaa,  Voun;; — 17. 

The  Convention  then  adjourned  till  4  oVlock  in  the  afternoon. 


FRIDAY  AFTERNOON,  4  o'clock. 

Mr.  BcLL,  of  Chaster,  asked  leave  to  offer  a  resolution. 

Mr.  Rkao,  of  Susqnehanna.  moved  to  proceed  to  the  order  of  (the 
clay«  but  the  motion  was  negatived. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  grmting  leave,  and  dr»cided  in  tha 
affirmative — veas,  53. 

Mr.  Bkll  then  submitted  the  following  resolution  : 

^..'«o/t*ffi7.  That  when  the  Convent!<>n  adjouni  on  the  14th  of  Ju!j',  it  will  adjourn 
to  meet  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  oa  the  17th  of  October  next. 

Mr.  Stevkxs  moved  to  amend  thu  resolution,  by  striking  out  all  after 
tlie  word  **  resolved",  and  inscr;ing  the  amendment  he  offered  this  morn- 
ing, just  before  the  previou!<  question  was  demanded. 

Mr.  Reioart  moved  to  ainand  the  amendment,  by  striking  oat  all  after 
the  word.^  *'  resolved,  that",  and  inserting  as  follows  :  *»  A  committee  bt 
appointed  to  inquire  and  report,  before  the  14th  instant,  to  what  place  the 
Convention  will  adjourn  on  the  17th  of  October  next.'' 

Mr.  Bell  said,  if  the  Convention  were  to  meet  at  any  other  place  tlian 
this,  we  should  iix  upon  it,  and  not  leave  it  to  a  committee.  His  proposi- 
tion was  to  meet  in  Philadelphia,  that  of  the  gentleman  who  had  just 
moved  for  a  committee,  was  to  meet  in  Lanca>ter.  If  the  gentleman 
asked  for  Lancasior,  he  could  move  to  strike  out  Philadelphia ;  and  if  the 
Convention  should  agree  to  do  so,  it  would  he  the  proper  course,  and  he 
wonld  not  object  to  it.  Every  gentleman  could  now  decide  as  lo  the 
relative  places,  but  let  us  out  selves  decide,  and  not  leave  it  to  a  commit- 
tee. The  appointment  of  a  committee  would  not  set  us  forward,  it  would 
lead  to  nothing:  it  would  result  in  nothing. 

Mr.  Martix,  of  Philadelphia,  suggested  that  the  amendment  should 
be  so  amcnd(?d,  as  to  empower  liie  committee  to  provide  a  suitable  place 
in  Philadelphia.  He  was  prepared  to  rliow  that  there  was  not  a  shadow 
of  doubt  of  the  practicability  of  being  provided  for  there.  The  Conven- 
tion had  agreed  to  meet  on  the  1 6th  of  October.     All  that  was  \)ow  to  be 
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done,  was  to  provide  a  suitable  building  for  the  Convention  to  meet  in. 
If  it  was  in  order,  he  would  move  his  amendment;  if  not,  he  would  only 
sug^st  it  to  the  gentleman  from  T^ancaster. 

Mr.  Reioart  said,  that  the  committee  would  have  to  inquire  as  to  tin 
expense.  He  supposed  the  Convention  could  be  accommodated  at  Phila- 
delphia, or  at  Lancaster,  free  of  expense.  He  desired  to  save  going  to 
Philadclpliia.  No  harm  could  be  done  in  appointing  a  committee,  to  report 
by  the  14th,  unless  the  Convention  had  already  determined  to  meet  at 
Philadelphia.  Unless  prepared  to  pay  fifty  dollars  a  day,  the  Convention 
might  as  well  adjourn.  He  wished  to  have  it  ascertained,  if  they  must  go 
to  Philadelphia.  The  committee  might  report  by  Tuesday  or  Wednesday, 
and  then  the  Convention  could  come  to  a  decision. 

Mr.  Denny,  of  Allegheny,  was  sorry,  tlie  gentleman  from  Lancasitf 
had  offered  the  amendment  just  where  it  is.  The  amendment  of  the 
genUeman  from  Adams  had  been,  this  morning,  cut  off  by  the  amendment 
of  the  ijenllenian  from  Lancaster.  He  wished  to  have  a  direct  vote  on 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  which  he  considered  at 
of  great  importance.  There  seemed  to  be  a  fear  of  letting  this  proposition 
go  to  the  people.  Shall  we  let  the  session  pass  without  submiting  some- 
thing that  we  have  done,  and  asking  if  we  shall  continue  this  great  work 
of  innovation,  or  reform,  as  gentlemen  might  choose  to  designate  iu  In 
many  respects,  he  considered  it  innovation,  not  reform.  Should  it  be 
throvvn  out  that  we  could  not  submit  tliem  to  the  people,  that  it  was  of 
no  importance  to  the  people  ?  The  people  did  not  regard  it  as  an  object 
where  the  Convention  would  meet,  if  there  was  to  be  no  additional  expense. 
The  people  might  prefer  the  House  of  the  people  here,  but  as  this  may 
be  occupied,  let  those  wlio  have  carried  the  adjournment,  take  the  re- 
sponsibility.' He  looked  at  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Adami, 
ns  of  vastly  more  importance,  than  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster. 
The  question  before  the  (/onvcnlion  was,  simply,  if  we  will  submit  the 
amendment  to  the  people  in  Octoi)er.  If  there  was  no  election  to  take 
place  at  that  time,  there  would  be  no  occasion  to  make  the  proposition; 
but  as  there  would  be  an  election,  he  was  desirous  not  to  let  the  occasion 
jiass.  He  wished  his  frieiui  from  Lancaster  would  withdraw  his  propo- 
sition, and  move  for  a  committee,  after  the  vote  should  have  been  taken 
on  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams. 

Mr.  Bkll,  of  Chester,  agreed  ihnt  the  place  of  meeting  was  of  no  im- 
porUmce  to  tlje  people,     'i'hat  was  our  own  business,  and  wc,  therefore, 
ought  to  sciile  it  now.     The  complaint  of  the  gentleman  was  a  sinsuiar 
one,  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster  had  cut  oifthf 
amendment  of  the  gi^itleman  from  Adams.     If  the  gentleman  from  Alle- 
gheny would  cast  back  his   memory  only  a  few  hours,  he  would  find 
that  the  gendeman  from  Adams  had  alrciuly  offered  his  amendment,  ami 
it   was  cut  oir  by   the  previous  question ;  and  now  the    same   amend- 
ment was  again  interposed.     To  get  rid  of  the  gentleman's  amendment, 
this  morning,  the  previous  question  was  resorted  to ;  the  effect  of  which 
w;is  to  cutoff  the  expectations  of  those  who  had  desired  to  adjourn  on  tlic 
18th,  and  to  compel  them  to  take  the  14th — a  day  which  did  not  meet 
with  the  approbation  of  the  majority.     And,  this  afternoon,  when  wt 
attempt  to   fix   the  place  of  meeting,  die  same  proposition  springs  on 
ua,  and  the   next  thing  will   be,  to   have  the  previous  question  again. 
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If  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  and  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny, 
ii?i8h  to  have  that  proposition  adopted,  let  them  wait  until  morning,  and 
then  ask  the  House  to  consider  the  resolution  and  pass  upon  it.  If  the 
gentleman  from  Adams  had  heen  unfortunate  about  his  resolution,  the 
fault  was  liis  own,  as  he  had  not  thought  proper  to  take  the  usual  course, 
but  had  introduced  it  surreptitiously.  If  the  gentleman  would  bring  up 
'  his  resolution  to-morrow,  he  (Mr.  Bell)  would  vote  to  consider  it ;  and 
if  any  one  >vould  call  the  previous  question  this  afternoon,  he  would  vote 
in  support  of  it,  in  order  to  rebuke  this  practice.  He  hoped  to  get  at  the 
decision  of  this  question,  witliout  a  resort  to  the  tricks  which  are  some- 
times used  in  legislation.  Although  his  proposition,  and  that  of  the 
gentleman  from  Lancaster,  were  of  similar  import,  between  them  there 
was  a  hedge  which  completely  separated  them.  He  hoped  a  course 
would  be  taken,  which  would  allow  the  question  to  be  taken  directly  on 
the  proposition. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  would  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Chester,  and 
every  other  gentleman  who  did  not  want  this  long  rigmarole  inserted,  and 
which  was,  in  his  opinion,  entirely  foreign  to  it,  that  ihere  was  a  way  to 
get  rid  of  it.  If  gentlemen  wished  to  decide  the  question  simply  upon  its 
merits,  they  had  only  to  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  fiom 
Lancaster.  By  doing  so,  they  would  get  rid  of  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment.  A  choice  would  then  be  left  us  between  the  two.  We  could 
vote  for  one  or  the  other,  or  both.  The  question  then  for  us  to  decide, 
was  between  the  miscalled  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams, 
and  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster.  For  his  own  part, 
he  should  vote  for  the  latter  amendment,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  foreign 
question  for  the  present,  though  he  would  not  say  that  he  should  do  so 
ultimately.  It  was  already  spread  upon  the  Journal,  and  would  he  again, 
if  not  at  once  disposed  of  otherwise.  If  introduced  at  all,  it  should  have 
been  done  at  the  lime  the  resolution  was  brought  forward.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  gentlemen  would  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman 
from  Lancaster,  so  as  to  get  a  vote  upon  the  subject  matter. 

Mr.  Dexxy,  of  Alloghony,  said  that  he  had  been  somewhat  surprised 
at  the  argument  of  tlic  gontlemnn  from  Chester.  Why,  he  asked,  had 
not  that  gentleman  pursued  the  course  he  would  dicti:te  to  others  ?  Why 
had  he  not  waited  until  to-morrow  morning  to  introduce  this  resolution  ? 
If  the  gentleman  would  be  governed  by  the  same  rule  which  he  would  ap- 
ply to  others,  tlien  he  oiiU[lii  to  extend  that  courtesy  to  others  which  he 
himself  expected.  Many  gentlemen  had  heen  willing  to  depart  from  the  strict 
and  regular  method  of  bringing  t'orwarrl  such  business  before  the  Conven- 
tion for  the  purpose  ofacciimnioilaiing  that  gentleman.  Why,  then,  should 
not  the  gentleman  reciprocate  the  same  accommodation  to  others.  He, 
(Mr.  Denny),  wished  that  tlie  gentleman  from  ('hcster  would  always  be 
ready  to  grant  that  to  others,  which  he  sometimes  desired  and  (»btained 
from  others.  He  trusted  that  the  amendment  would  be  brought  before  us 
at  the  proper  time.  The  gentleman  from  Indiana,  (Mr.  Clarke),  had 
taken  occasion  to  express  his  opinion  in  favor  of  many  things  contained 
in  ihe  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  lie  (Mr.  D.)  would 
call  upon  the  genUeman,  and  the  whole  of  the  Democracy,  to  say  exactly 
what  they  do  want.  He  had  voted  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman 
from  Adams,  which  the  gentleman  stigmatized  and  called  a  rigmarole,  and 
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which  had  received  some  attention,  lie  asked  if  the  gentleman  had  fo^ 
meily  been  imposing  upon  the  country  in  having  voted  for  a  proposiiion 
which  he  now  condemned  ?  When  we  were  rcudy  to  put  the  propositioa 
before  the  country,  obstructions  were  thrown  in  the  way.  We,  hnwerer, 
would  do  it  when  an  opportunity  should  present  itself.  Mr.  D.  concluded 
by  expressing  his  hope  that  the  Committee  would  reject  llie  propooitioa 
of  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster,  and  take  a  vote  upon  that  of  the  gende- 
inan  from  Adams,  because  he  wished  tiie  people  to  know  at  once  whether 
the  amtmlments  are  to  be  brought  before  them  at  the  approaching  election, 
or  postponed  for  anotlicr  ycai . 

Mr.  HoPKiNsoN,  of  Philadelphia,  hoped  that  his  vole  might  be  under- 
stood. He  fully  concurcd  in  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from 
Allegheny,  (Mr.  Denny),  and  was  williiic:  to  vote  upon  every  proposiiioB. 
when  introduced  in  a  proper  way;  hut  this  had  not  been.  When,  then, 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams  should  have  been  brought 
forward  at  the  proper  time  he  (Mr.  H.)  would  vote  on  it;  but  he  cer- 
tainly would  not  do  so  undcT  existiu!;  circumstances. 

Mr.  FoRWAKO  said,  that  he  had  been  a  little  surprised  at  the  course  of 
his  colleac^ui' on  the  present  oocnsion.  The  act  of  Assembly  which  called 
this  Convention  to^rother,  declared  that  when  that  body  should  have  agreed 
upon  the  amendments  to  be  laid  before  the  people,  that  the  ConstitutioD, 
as  amended,  should  be  engrossed  and  signed  by  the  ofllcers  and  memben 
of  the  (Convention,  and  then  submitted  to  the  people  for  their  approval. 
All  the  amendments  are  to  be  offered  to  the  people  at  the  same  time,  and 
if  the  Convention  were  to  adopt  the  proposititm  of  the  gentleman  from 
Adams,  there  would  be  an  end  of  its  labors.  We  could  not  submit  a  part 
only  of  the  amendments  proposed  lo  be  made,  to  the  people  in  (Xnoher 
next.  That  was  out  of  the  question,  and  we  should  reverse  and  undo  the 
whole  plan  in  relation  to  the  call  of  the  ('onvention.  lie  would,  therefore, 
vote  ai^ainst  the  nmendment  of  the  gend  -man  from  Adatns,  and  also,  for 
the  present,  against  that  of  the  gcnllenvui  from  Lancaster,  lie  would  go 
back  to  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Chester. 

Mr.  Brll,  of  Cheater,  neeepled  the  nmendment  of  the  gentleman  froiu 
Lancaster,  (Mr.  Ueioakt),  as  a  modification. 

Mr.  FuLLKK,  of  F'ivctte,  said  he  thouglit  that  some  information  should 
be  obtained  in  regard  to  the  accoiumoclation  which  could  be  given  to  the 
("onvention,  in  the  city  of  Phiiadelpht.'i.  If  it  was  found  inconvenient  t^ 
remain  here,  the  Committee  should  report  as  to  tjie  accommodation  to  be 
had  in  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  expressed  his  belief  that  this  ( -onvenuon, 
after  havin«£  been  in  session  nearly  three  months,  would  not  suifer  iifieli 
to  be  driven  into  a  decision  upon  matters  of  the  highest  importance,  and  to 
give  up  all  the  grounds  which  had  been  contended  for.     lie  declarctl  thai 
he  knew  not  wh.tt  tlie  amended  Constitution  wa*?.     The  gentleman  Uom 
Northampton,  (Mr.  Portkr,)  had  intimated  that  he  could  furnish  us  with 
a  better  Constitution,  than  that  which  we  were  now  about  making.    Willi 
re^rd  to  the  proposition  brought  foiward])y  the  gentleman  from  Adami. 
(Mr.  Stevens,)  he  could  never  Hgroe  t;>  give  his  assent  to  ii.     He  wonted 
no  such  labor-saving  maehinery  ;  and  he  felt  satii^ned  that  tlic  adji^uriimen: 
of  the  Convention  to  a  particular  day,  woidd  not  have  the  slightciit  isadctt- 
cy  to  make  gentlemen  lose  eight  of  the  amendments  which  they  proposed 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1837.  6*1 

to  offer.  He  protesled  against  any  and  every  attempt  to  throw  obstaclcft 
in  the  way  of  the  regular  and  legitimate  course  of  proceeding.  He  tnitited 
that  no  member  would  suffer  himself  to  be  "  frightened  from  his  proprie- 
ty", by  any  scheme  or  device  which  might  be  introduced  here.  Let  gen- 
tlemen remember  the  importance  of  the  occr.sion  upon  which  they  were 
met — tliat  they  came  here  for  the  purpose  of  proposing  amendments  to  the 
Constitution  of  Pennsylvania,  and  that  what  thev  do  must  be  well  done,  if 
it  took  them  years,  instead  of  mouths  only.  We  were  here,  and  we  must 
do  our  duty,  no  matter  what  time  was  required  for  its  performance.  Ho 
entertained  so  much  confidence  in  the  people,  as  not  to  suppose  that  they 
would  not  give  the  Convention  that  creditto  which  they  might  be  justly  en- 
titled, for  having  used  all  the  dci^patch  they  could,  consistently  with  the  im- 
portance of  the  business,  and  the  care  which  it  required  to  accomplish  it. 
lie  repeated  thnt  he  deprecated  tlic  adoption  of  any  course  of  proceeding, 
the  tendency  of  which  was  either  to  undo  that  whicli  had  been  done,  or  to 
lose  sight  of  great  and  important  questions.  This  labor-saving  machinery 
was  not  what  was  wanted,  and  he  trusted  that  it  would  receive  such  a  vote 
as  would  put  it  to  rest  forever.  He  had  never  been  in  the  county  of  Ad- 
ams, and  therefore  he  knew  not  what  kind  of  men  they  were:  however, 
they  were  welcome  to  this  machinery,  if  they  chose  to  accept  it ;  but  he 
felt  sure  that  the  people  generally  would  not  submit  to  have  this  kind  of 
machinery,  nor  the  machinery  makers. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  made  some  further  remarks. 

Mr.  Brown  said  a  few  words  in  reply,  when 

Mr.  Stevens  withdrew  his  motion. 

The  resolution,  as  modified,  was  then  adopted — ayes,  59  ;  noes,  not 
counted:  and  the  committee  was  ordered  to  consist  of  five  members. 

Mr.  Baynk  then  asked  and  obtained  leave  of  absence  for  Mr.  Boniiam, 
of  York  county,  for  a  few  days. 

Mr.  Sterigere  then  moved  that  the  Convention  proceed  to  a  second 
reading  of  the  resolution,  submitted  by  him,  confining  the  time  for  the  con- 
sideration of  resolutions  to  one  hour  each  morning ;  and  the  question  being 
taken,  the  motion  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Meredith  then  moved  an  adjournment.     Lost. 

sixth  article. 

The  Convention  then  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole, 
Mr.  CiiAXBERst,  in  the  Chair,  on  the  sixth  article  of  the  Constitution. 

The  question  pending,  was  on  the  report  of  the  committee,  as  amend- 
ed, in  relation  to  the  election  of  Justices  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  said,  as  this  was  a  direct  vote  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  electing  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  five  years,  he  had  risen  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  the  yeas  and  nays,  so  that  he  might  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  recording  his  name  on  the  question.  The  yeas  and  nays  were 
then  ordered. 

Mr.  Earle  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  submitted  by  the  gentleman 
from  Fayette,  (Mr.  Fuller)  and  hoped  it  would  not  be  adopted ;  because 
it  would  prevent  a  direct  vote  being  taken  on  the  question  of  electing 
Justices  of  the  Peace  for  five  years,  which  had  been   alluded   to  by  the 

gentleman  from  Indiana.     He  thought  it  was  desirable  that  there  should 
e  some  limitation  of  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  fixed  in  the 
Constitution ;  as  there  would  be  some  who  would  think  there  was  danger 
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in  leaving  tlic  matter  to  the  Legislature  to  regulate.  If  there  were  nany 
here  who  were  opposed  to  leaving  the  regulntion  of  the  namber  of  Joi- 
lices  of  the  Peace  to  the  Legislature,  it  must  be  expected  that  there  wooM 
be  many  among  the  people  opposed  to  it ;  therefore  he  thought  we  should 
put  some  limitation  upon  the  number,  in  order  to  avoid  this  diflicully.— 
He  would  move,  therefore,  with  a  view  of  testing  the  sense  of  ihc  com- 
mittee, on  the  subiect  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  adding  the  followior 
proviso :  ''Provided^  That  not  more  than  four  Justices  of  the  Peace,  or 
Aldermen,  be  elected  in  any  one  township,  ward,  or  borough". 

Mr.  Darlington  said,  that  for  once,  he  had  found  the  gentleman  from 
Philadelphia  (Mr.  Earle)  on  the  same  side  with  himself,  and  he  hoped 
the  gentleman  would  remain  on  the  same  side  with  him,  because  if  he 
could  keep  him  there,  he  thought  he  could  keep  him  right.  He  believed 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette  (Mr.  Fuller)  would  prove 
unsatisfactory  to  a  majority  of  the  people,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  vo- 
ted down  by  the  members  of  this  body,  so  that  we  might  get  one  more 
suitable.  He  felt  satisfied,  himself,  that  the  giving  to  each  township  the 
right  of  determining,  by  election,  the  number  of  Magistrates  desirable, 
would  prove  an  inconvenient  and  unsatislactory  mode  to  the  people. — 
How  were  the  people  of  a  township  going  t6  determine  whether  they 
would  have  one  or  twenty  Justices  of  the  Peace  by  election  ?  One  would 
vote  for  one  number,  and  another  for  another  number,  and  scarcely  a  do- 
zen would  desire  the  same  number.  He  felt  satisfied  that  this  mode  of 
determining  the  number  of  Justices  in  a  township,  would  never  answer 
any  practical  purpose,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that  the  amendment  might 
be  voted  down,  so  that  we  might  be  enabled  to  get  something  better. 

Mr.  Fuller  expressed  a  hope,  tliat  the  committee  would  now  dete^ 
mine  this  question.  He  was  not  afraid  to  trust  the  people  to  say,  how 
many  Justices  there  should  be  in  their  respective  townships,  boroughs  and 
cities.  He  had  offered  an  amendment,  which  embraced,  what  appeared  to 
him  the  proper  principles  in  regard  to  the  number  of  the  Justices  ;  that  is, 
to  let  the  people  determine  how  many  they  wanted  ;  but  the  commitiee  had 
not  seen  fit  to  accept  it.  He  hoped  the  question  would  now  be  settled, 
whether  we  should  promise  to  the  people,  the  number  of  their  officers  or 
not. 

Mr.  Banks  said,  there  was  a  principle  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Fayette,  yesterday,  which,  he  was  anxious  to  see  inco^ 
porated   in  the  Constitution,  but  it  was  too  imperfect  in  its  form,  to  be 
adopted  as  an  amendment.     But,  he  believed  that  it  might  be  perfected. 
The  present  proposition  he  was  disposed  to  vote  for.     It  proposed  to  re 
strict  any  township,  ward,  or  borough,  from  electing  more  than  four  Jitf- 
tices.     The  convenience  of  no  town,  ward,  or  borough,  would  ever  re- 
quire a  greater  number  than  that,  and,  if  the  people  did  not  want  so  many, 
they  could  have  their  choice,  to  elect  either  one,  or  two,  or  three.    The 
restriction  would  only  prevent  them  from  going  beyond  four,  leaving  them 
free,  to  choose  a  less  number.     He  could  see  no  objection  to  this,  and  it 
was  perfecily  consistent  with  the  form  of  our  government,  in  other  re- 
spects,    'i'he  Constitution  authorized  the  election  of  Constables,  but  their 
number  had,  very  properly,  been  limited.     The  gentleman  from  Susque- 
hanna, he  said,  intended   to  offer  a  proviso  to  this  section,  which  he 
thought  would  be  advantageous,  and  he  would  ask  him  to  amend  it. 
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Mr.  Read  said,  be  intended  to  propose  an  amendment,  providing  that 
the  Justices  should  be  elected,  at  the  time  of  the  election  of  Constablts, 
and  the  Aldermen  at  the  time  of  the  Assessors. 

Mr.  Banks  considered  this,  he  said,  another  feature  which  ought  to  be 
introdnced  into  this  plan,  in  order  to  render  it  acceptable  to  the  people. 
The  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  was  objectionable,  be- 
cause it  did  not  fix  a  time  for  the  election. 

Mr.  Denny  said,  he  voted,  yesterday,  for  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  (Mr.  Fllleu)  though  he  considered  it  im- 
perfect. He  should  now  vote  against  this  proposition,  in  the  iiopc,  that 
something  better  would  be  obtained.  The  plan  of  the  gentleman  from 
Fayette,  come  nearer  to  his  viewA,  than  any  other  which  had  yet  been 
offered,  and  he,  therefore,  voted  for  it.  He  was  in  favor  of  electing  the 
Justices,  in  the  several  townships  and  wards,  but  the  difficulty  was,  in 
carrying  the  plan  into  effect.  With  regard  to  the  amendment  now  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  county,  (Mr.  Earle)  he  would  re- 
mark, that  there  were  some  twelve  or  fifteen  Aldermen  in  Pittsburg,  and 
that  four  to  each  ward,  were  quite  sufficient,  even  for  the  largest  wards. 
Four  Justices  would  be  sufficient  for  most  of  the  townships ;  but  they 
required  rather  more  Justices  than  ordinarily  attended  to  business,  in  the 
counties  where  they  were  frequently  wanted,  for  the  purpose,  merely,  of 
taking  acknowledgments,  and  depositi(ms. 

Mr.  Sterigere  said  he  had  heard  no  expression  of  opinion  among  his 
constituents  in  favor  of  the  cleclion  of  Justices  of  the  Peace.  If  such  a 
Vf'ish  existed  among  them,  he  was  ignorant  of  it.  He  did  not  think  they 
desired  such  an  amendment.  He  believed  if  the  number  of  Justices  was 
limited  within  proper  bounds,  and  a  theck  put  upon  the  Governor's 
appointment  of  them,  as  the  negative  of  the  Senate,  and  their  term  of  office 
limited  to  Jive  years,  the  people  of  his  county  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied ;  and,  under  this  conviction,  he  had  proposed  the  amendment  which 
he  had  offered,  embracing  these  provisions.  The  Convention  having  deci- 
ded by  a  large  majority,  that  Justices  should  be  elective,  was  strong  evi- 
dence of  public  opinion  in  favor  of  that  mode  of  appointment,  and  he 
flhoiiid  heresifier  sustain  it  with  such  guards  as  might  be  deemed  salutary. 
He  had  voted  against  the  amendment  offered  by  the  delegate  from  Fayette, 
(  Mr.  Fuller,]  because  it  placed  no  limit  to  the  number  of  Justices,  and 
required  two  contests  for  these  officers  in  every  township  and  borough : 
one  to  fix  on  the  number,  and  another  to  elect  them,  which  he  thought 
objectionable.  Under  this  amendment  he  thought  the  smallest 
townships  would  generally  have  the  gicatest  number  of  Justices, 
because  the  candidates  would  have  few  voters  to  influence,  and  could 
easily  effect  their  purposes  by  combining  together.  If  it  had  been  nega- 
tived, he  had  intended  to  offer  an  amendmont  which  he  read  as  follows, 
for  information. 

*'  The  citizens  qualitied  to  vote  for  members  of  the  Legislature,  shall, 
at  such  times  and  in  such  manner  as  may  be  provided  by  law,  eleci  one 
Justice  of  the  Peace  in  each  township,  borough,  and  ward,  containing  not 
less  than  fifty,  nor  more  than  two  hundred  taxable  inhabitants — and  two 
Justices  in  each  township,  borough,  and  ward,  containing  more  than  two 
hundred  taxable  inhabitants,  unless  a  greater  number  be  allowed  by  law. 
They  shall  be  commissioned  by  the  Governor  and  hold  their  offices  for 
TOL.  HI.  a4 
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five  years,  if  ihey  so  lons[  behave  themselves  well ;  hut  sliall  be  removed 
on  ccuiviclinii  of  iiiis)ch;ivi{»r  la  ollicis  or  of  any  infamdus  crime,  or  on 
the  aildrcss  of  iho  Siiiiatc." 

In  Mnni'Jomorv  coiiniv,  said  (Mr.  S.)  llioro  arc  ahoiii  fifiv  ariin?  Jusii- 
ce?.     The  ampiuhneiil  ollVied   l)V    ihe  ilcleLraio   from   tli('   ooiiniy,  (Mr. 
Earle,)  auihorize.l  the?  incri»asonf  ihal  number  to  onw  liuiulred  .-hjiI  lliirty- 
two  in  \loni«ji>mery,  iiiL-rcasing^  ibeir  nu  nber  ihi?ic  about  lliree  fold.    A!)J 
he  supposed  it  would  bavo  a  like  t'lleet  in  oiht^r  couniics,  m:ikin ;  abore 
four  liiousaiid  in  tbe  State.     Under  the  amojubncnt  to  it,  which  he  liad 
moved,  and  which  was  now  pending,  the  number  in  Montgomery   woiilJ 
be  about  forty-five,  and  could  not  exceed  sixty-four,  imlci^s  authorised  by 
a  special  act  of  Assembly,  and  wrmld  make  the   nunibtfr  in    the  State 
between  one  thousand  live  hundred  and  twn  ihousan<I.      With  this  .ime:id- 
nient  to  it,  be  would  vote  for  tbe  ainendmenl  of  tiie  delcirtite   from  Fay- 
ette; but  without  such  limitation,  he  should  vote  airainst  it,  and  hoped  it 
would  l>e  netratived,  in  order  tbat  the  amendment  he  had  read  as  informa- 
tion to  the  (yonveniion,  or  some  other  satisfactory  provisiou  on  this  sub- 
ject, mi<;bt  be  adopted, 

Mr.  Bkll  said,  tbe  difncuhy  arose  from  the  mistake  made  by  the  com- 
mittee, in  endeavoring  to  establish  a  ratio  of  Jut'tices  to  tbe  population.^ 
Any  plan  upon  tbis  basis  would  fail  to  give  sali.<faction,  because,  it 
must  be  founded  upon  tbe  population  of  some  particular  district,  and,  of 
course,  would  not  Ijc  ndapied  to  tbe  wants  of  oilier  disslricis  wliicJi  were 
dilTerendy  situated.  Tbe  tnost  satisf.iciory  disposition  that  could  be  made 
of  the  subject,  would  be  to  leave  it  !o  the  Lt'irisbiture.  What  might  be  a 
a  very  suiia*)le  number  of  Justices  for  a  particular  place  or  district,  at  cue 
time,  migbt  be  insutBcient  at  anoibcr  time.  For  these  reasons,  he  woald 
leave  it  to  the  Legislature  to  regulate  tbe  number  accoriling  to  tbe  ditTercnt 
wants  of  the  respective  distriots  ut  dinferent  times,  in  the  course  of 
a  year.  This  duty  seemed  to  him  to  come  within  the  particular 
province  of  tbe  Legislature.  \Vc  ouizht,  he  said,  to  avoid  the  practice 
to  wbich  we  were  to>  much  inclined,  of  descending  to  minuiiaE^,  and 
performing  a  duty  wliicli  bclon;(ed  more  properly  to  ordinary  legisb- 
lion.  He  intended  to  ofier  an  amendment,  providing  that  there  shotdd  be 
one  Justice  iii  each  county,  township,  <fcc.,  unleb:*  otherwise  directed  l.y  law. 
We  sliould  by  this,  leave  it  to  the  Legislature,  upon  tlie  re  p  reckon  tation  of  the 
people,  to  give  them  a  crreaier  number,  if  they  desired  it,  or  none  at  all,  if 
they  wanted  none.  Wc  should  first  esiablisli  a  gcner.d  rule,  and  tlien 
allow  all  the  exceptions  to  it  to  the  Lcgi.sUtuic. 

Mr.  Sii.i,  said,  the  rule  proposed  would  be  attended  with  considerable  in- 
convenience.     Two   Justices  were  sulTicient  for  most  of  the  towns  and 
boroughs,  and  again  there  were  others,  where  four  would  not  be  sufficient 
Sometimes  it  would  happen  that  a  Magisiraio  is  wanted,  when  he  was  not 
at  home,  and  sometimes  it  is  vcrv  necessary  for  two   Justices  to  unite  in 
an  official  act.     'J'he  best  syotem,  liieiefore,  would  be  to  leave  the  number 
open  to  the  Legisbit'ire.     This  would  be  much  betler  than  to  adopt  a  ratio 
bound  on  the  number  of  inhabitants,  u  hich  would   form  a  very  uncertain 
criterion.     In  some  townships  there  was  not  a  single  Justice  of  the  Peace; 
and  in  another  county,  Erie,  where  there  wore  six  or  seven  hundred  lasa- 
blcs,  there  were  six  or  seven  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  commission,  and  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  the  ollice.  and  he  never  heard  any  complaint  of 


PENNSYLVANIA  CONVENTION,  1837.  676 

there  being  too  mnny.  The  number  must  necessarily  depend  on  the  bnsi- 
ncss  of  the  people  :  and  we  cnuld  noi  adopt  a  common  standard  for  the 
whole.  If  \vn  adopted  the  plan  ofclcctinsf  ibe  Justices  by  the  people,  we 
ou^htto  leave  their  number  to  be  reffulaled  by  the  Legislature.  That  was 
the  least  exceptionable  mode  that  could  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Rrowx,  of  PhiladHpb«a,  suggested  that  there  ought  not  to  be  more 
than  one  Justicp  for  each  ward. 

Mr.  Merrill,  of  Union,  «nid  a  word  or  two  in  fnvnr  of  leaving  the  peo- 
ple !o  decide  on  the  proper  number  of  Justices  to  be  elected  for  their  own 
township,  ward  or  boronirh.     He  did  not  think  four  '.vould  besuflicient. 

The  amendment oflered  by  Mr.  SterioiiRe  was  then  negatived. 

Mr.  Karle,  of  Philadelphia,  thought  that  four  would  not  be  sufficient  in 
8ome  parts  of  the  Stale,  therefore  it  v.as  that  he  had  left  some  of  the 
boroughs  out  in  some  instances.  If  the  gentleman  from  Erie  would  say 
how  many. 

Mr.  Sill  said,  that  he  thought  six  would  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  Earle,  then  observed  that  he  would  thus  modify  his  amendment, 
which  he  hoped  would  prevail.  It  had  been  objected  to  that  four  were  too 
many.  But,  when  it  was  recollected  that  some  townships  extended  over 
mauv  miles,  lie  fell  sure  that  four  would  not  be  considered  too  manv  for  a 
large  town.  In  the  Slate  of  New  York,  four  Justices  of  the  Peace  were 
elected  in  tlie  laroe  towns.  And,  as  that  number,  had  not  been  found 
inconveniently  large  there,  it  would  not  be  in  this  State. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Earle,  and  it 
was  negatived. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna  brought  to  view  a  proposition  which,  he  said 
he  thoucht  combined  the  views  of  a  majority  of  the  committee,  and  which 
he  should  offer  if  this  amendment  should  be-ncffalived.  He  would  move 
an  amendment,  providing  that  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Aldermen,  shall 
he  elected  in  the  several  wards,  townships,  and  boroughs,  for  the  term  of 
five  years;  that  one  shall  be  elected  for  each  district,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  law ;  and  that  the  Justices  shall  he  elected  at  the  election  of 
Constables,  and  the- Aldermen  at  the  election  of  Assessors. 

'IMie  question  being  then  taken  on  the  amendment  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  as  amended,  it  was  negatived. 

The  q'.iestion  next  recurred  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  committee 
as  amended. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indians,  asked  for  ihs  ye.^s  and  nays.  And  the  ques- 
tion being  taken  was  decided  in  iheaflirmativc — Yeas  57,  Nays  51. 

Yea* — Messrs.  Banks  Barntl«)l'ar,  Bedford,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Northampton.  Brown, 
of  Philadelphia,  Bullnr,  Clarko,  of  Indiana,  C!caviiiu;er,  Grain,  Cummin,  Curll. Darrrth, 
Dickey,  Dickrr:»on,  Dillinjycr,  Dornn,  E.irle,  Farrclly,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gam!»lo,  Grennell, 
HrtstinJis.  Hiyluir-t,  Helff.MWtein,  Hii»h,  Hoiipr,  Hyde,  Tnger>*oll,  Krim,  Kennedy,  Knrr, 
Krd>8,  Mil  in,  M'Cahcn,  Merrill,  Miller,  Mont;»omery,  Myers,  Overficld,  Porter, of  Nor- 
thajiipion,  f'urviance,  HmjI,  Kitfr.  Uiltpr,  ndj^em,  Saoger,  ^lier.-*,  Sv-heeiz,  Shrll.to,  Sill, 
Smyth,  Siickel.  Hwetland,  T.igzart,  Young. — ;')?. 

Nats — Messr.^.  A  i;  now.  Ay  res,  Baldwin,  B.imilz,  Bnyne,  Bell,  Biddic,  Carey,  Cham- 
ber^ Ch'.ndler.  of  Chester,  C  nndlcr.  of  Phibdelphii,  Chaunccy,  Clarke,  of  Beaver, 
Claik,  of  Dinj)liin,  Ciinc,  Cochran,  Cope,  Crucn,  Cunninghrim,  Darlin^on,  Denny, 
Donnell,  Dunlop,  Fieminir.Gearhait,  Harris,  Hiester,  lIopkinSi>n,  Jenk;),  Konigmacher, 
Long,  Maclay,  M'Call,  M'iSbcrry,  Mercditli,  Mcrkel,  Nevin,  Penny  packer,  Pollock,  Pof- 
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ter,  of  Lancaiter,  Reigart,  Rnsscll,  Scott,  Serrill,  Snively,  Sterigere,  8t«vfDi»  Thom, 
Todd,  Wcidman,  Sergeant,  PrMiJenf.— 51. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Meredith,  the  committee  rose. 
The  Convention  then  adjourned. 


SATURDAY,  July  8,  1837. 

Mr.  Ikgersoll,  of  Philadelphia,  presented  a  memorial,  by  delegation, 
of  twenty  thousand  citizens,  of  the  city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  rela- 
tive to  the  suspension  of  specie  payments  of  the  banks,  and  the  issue  of 
notes  under  five  dollars,  by  city  and  county  autiioritics,  and  other  corpora- 
tions, which  was  refered  to  the  special  committee  on  currency,  corpora- 
tions, public  high- ways,  and  eminent  domain.  Laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Bell.  From  the  select  committee  appointed  yesterday,  to  inqoire 
and  report  what  eligible  place  could  be  piocured  for  the  meeting  of  the 
Convention,  on  the  17lh  of  October  next,  asked  leave  for  the  committee 
to  visit  the  cities  of  Philadelphiii  and  Lancaster,  to  make  the  necessary 
inquiries  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  UopxiNsox,  of  Philadelphia,  inquired,  if  a  delegation  from  the  com- 
mittee would  not  be  sufHcicnt  to  obtain  all  the  required  information,  or  if 
the  busmcss  could  not  be  transacted  by  correspondence. 

Mr.  Bell  replied,  that  he  was  only  acting  in  oI)cdipnce  to  ins  tract  ions. 
It  was  thought  that  time  would  be  saved,  by  visiting  the  cities.  Corre^ 
pondence  would  be  productive  of  delay.  The  committee  thought,  they 
might  not  be  able  to  discharge  the  duty  assigned  to  them,  80  as  to  make 
their  report  in  time,  without  a  peisonal  examination. 

Mr.  Read,  of  Susquehanna,  opposed  the  panting  of  leave.  He  wonld 
not  consent  to  send  a  travelling  committee  through  the  country.  lie  was 
sure  that  there  was  a  majority  of  twenty  in  this  body,  against  removing 
from  this  place.  If  we  moved  to  another  plaice,  printers  would  have  tobc 
re-appointed,  and  new  olfiocrs  to  he  choj-en. 

Mr.  Martin,  of  Philadelphia,  believed  the  Convention  could  be  well 
accommodated,  either  in  the  Northern  Liberties,  or  the  city  of  Philadel- 
phia, but  the  committee  must  cxaminr,  to  determine  where  would  be  the 
best  accommodations,  'i'lic  printers  could  no  on  here,  wherever  the  Con- 
venlion  misjht  determine  to  sit. 

Mr.  Kerr,  of  Wusliingtoii,  asrrced  \\'n\\  the  gentleman  from  Susquehan- 
na. H(^  would  not  Kcnd  :i  trnvellidg  committee  abroad.  Tliis  would  be 
another  item  of  expense.  The  Ci»nvfMiiion  was  about  to  become  unpopu- 
lar enoufirh,  without  going  to  Philadcl])hin.  He  would  move  to  amend, 
by  inserting  •*  at  this  place." 

The  President  said,  this  was  a  motion  for  leave,  and  it  was  not  io 
order  to  make  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Ingersoll  asked,  if  the  Convention  were  to  wait  here,  until  tlie 
committee  returned ;  because,  in  that  oase,  they  miifht  have  to  sit  all  the 
•uuimer.    The  committee  in  tliat  cuse,  hud  better  sit  iiert,  with  power  to 
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•end  for  persons  and  papers.     He  had  written  something  about  travelling 
committees,  and  could  not  vote  for  this  motion. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  did  not  know  how  the  committee  could 
perform  the  duties  assigned  to  it,  without  visiting  the  cities,  or  niakinfr  the 
lequisite  inquiries.  He  hoped  the  g^cnUeman  from  the  county  of  Phila- 
delphia, (Mr.  Inoersoll)  would  always  hold  himself  bound  by  what  he 
had  written,  and  he  hoped  also,  that  no  persons  and  papers  Avould  he  sent 
for. 

Mr.  C/LARK,  of  Dauphin,  regarded  the  motion  a?-  premature.  The 
Convention  might  get  through  before  December,  and  if  it  was  found  they 
could  not,  they  might,  after  tfirec  or  four  weeks,  remove  to  Philadclphi-d. 
The  authorities  of  this  place,  were  disposed  to  make  every  effort  to  ac- 
commodate the  Convention,  and  it  would  be  cheaper  to  remain  here,  than 
to  go  to  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Reigart,  of  Lancaster,  said  this  was  no  personal  nccommodalion 
to  the  members  of  the  committee.  They  had  to  fulfil  the  duties  devolved 
upon  them.  'J'he  committee  could  get  to  Philudelpliia  to-mon-ow  after- 
noon, return  heic  on  Tucsdny  evening,  and  make  a  report  on  Wednesday 
morning.  A  letter  could  be  desputrhcd  and  answered  time  enough  for  tlie 
committee  to  repurt.  The  resolulion  wr.s  jur«i  as  proper  for  this  place,  as 
for  any  other,  and  would  rr])ori  a  plan  of  it,  if  they  found  they  could  have 
this  Hall,  or  good  accommodations  here. 

Mr.  HiESTBR,  of  Lancaster,  when  he  voted  for  the  ommittee,  had  no 
idea  that  tlicy  should  travel  all  over  tlio  State.  Tite  busint'iss  could  just 
9ii  well  be  done  by  letters.  It  had  not  been  yet  settled,  tliat  the  Conven- 
tion would  leave  this  place.  It  would  be  useless  for  the  committee  lo  go 
to  Lancaster,  h:iving  no  power  to  make  a  contract. 

Mr.  Bell,  then  withdrew  his  motion  for  leave. 

Mr.  Ki:rr  of  Washington,  submited  the  following  resolution: 

"  Retolvrrl,  That  llio  mut^tinp;  uf  tliis  Cjnvi'iitioii,  mi  the  Ti  th  of  Octoltcr  next,  be 
ftt  this  pi  ice.'* 

Mr.  Stkvens  stated,  that  the  plarr  was  already  fixed  by  law,  unless  bv 
motion,  the  Convention  as-sifrned  siune  other  place,  Thr  dis;idv;iriiago  of 
an  equal  division  would  br,  that  tlu*  rcftolution  would  be  lost,  lie  suppo- 
sed, that  no  one  would  !i:iv(?  thou[rht  of  comiuir  here,  in  th.';  middle  of  Oc- 
toder,  when  the  place  is  sickly.  We  shall  want  desks,  as  tlii-se  we  use 
belong  to  the  Senalr.  Stinr  plnc^*  must  be  lilt*?d  up,  as  i!ie  Lcjishiture 
would  crowd  us  out.  in  nbont  ;i  monlh  :.fti.T  our  meeiin';. 

Nfr.  Kf.kr  w;is  aware  cjf  tbes.f*  f:!'*ts,  but  hi:<  objvct  wr«<  to  sstlle  the 
quesiion.  He  rncHlilied  Iris  rcsiiluiion,  !)y  :nldin:^,  •*:ind  thiU  the  conimil- 
irc  be  disciiargcd  lorniu  ;he  fur.Ij.T  cfjr.sidiTatioTi  of  the  sulijecl." 

Mr.  Mkrkdith  suir^estrd,  whellicr  it  woi;Kl  apprar  in  ilie  face  of  the 
world,  like  the  :!ct  of  a  diliberativr  IkuIv,  to  say  to-day,  tlial  we  would 
discharge  a  eoniittee,  appointed  only  yesterday,  wiihoui  wailing  for  the  re- 
port of  that  comiiiitlL'C. 

Mr.  Kerr  would  not  wrhdraw  his  nution,  but  was  willing  to  post- 
pone it. 

Mr.  Meri:ditii  movei!,  to  p.istpono  the  furilier  consideration  of  the 
niotion,  until  Thiirpduy. 

Mr,  SreuioERK  asked,  if  tiic  committee  mi^ht  not  be  induced  to  susr 


679  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

pend  thoir  action,  while  a  question  was  pcndinff,  whether  they  should  be 
dischaiped  or  not. 

Mr.  Kerr  withdrew  that  pnrtof  the  resohition. 

Mr.  Forward  expressed  a  hope,  that  the  qtiesiion  would  be  spitM 
now.  If  it  could  he  so  arransfod,  as  that  the  Lef^islntiire  would  he  wiUing 
to  give  the  Convention  this  Hall,  he  thought  it  would  bo  better  to  remaii 
here. 

Mr.  HiESTER  would  he  willing  to  m'^et  liorn :  he  would   prefer  it.,  in- 
deed, if  the  Convention  could  grl  lhrou<rh  before  the  meotini;  oJ'  the  Leg- 
islature.    No  one,  however,  expected  that,  and  he  would  not  agrt*e  to  $k 
here,  while  the  Legislature  siit  here.     The  two  bodies  would  interfere  with 
each  other,  and  a  suspicion  of  undue  influence  would  nervndc  the  State. 
Therefore,  he  would  not  consent  to  sit  here,  while  the  Lci»islature  was  in 
session.     Would  it  be  able  to  sit  here  for   a  ft*w  weeks,   and  then  lore- 
move  1     In  that  case,  wti  should  have  to  fix  fcTr  board,  and  make  ananje- 
inents  with  printers.     He- thought  it  would  not  be  proper  to  meet  here,  and 
that  some  other  place  should   be  df^siirnated.     He   was  i.i   favor  of  pt.sl- 
poninj;  the  suhject   for  the  present.     There  could  be  no  doubt  thai  Lau- 
caster  or  Phibdelphia,  wouhl  furnisls  irood  a^'conunodation?.     Ijnt  iheiiem 
of  expense  was  a  consideration.     The  (.'ouv^'ulion  iiiiwhl  be  able  to  gel  a 
house  in  I'hiladelphia,   and  he  would  a.sk  t!u'  gentleiniui   \vhr>  s.  id  there 
was  no  doubt  about  it,  if  the  ("onvenlion  woubl  have  to  pay  twenty  dollars 
a  day  for  it.     The   couiinittce  could   have  all  necessary    p:iriicLdars  by 
le  tter. 

Mr.  Meredith  stated,  that  no  one*  coidd  undertake  to  pay  any  thin^ 
about  the  expenses  in  Philadelphia,  and  he  would  he  sorry  that  any  one 
should  run  a'vay  with  the  idea  that  it  would  add  to  our  expenses*. 

Mr.  Read  had  never  h'^ird  until  i!us  morning,  that  the  representative 
and  the  constituent,  ought  not  to  have  inicrcdurse  with  each  otiier.  Ii 
would  be  better  to  settle  this  matter  at  once.  He  believed,  a  majoiitv  of 
the  committee  were  prepared  to  sit  here. 

Mr.  Hoi'KiNscN  thoiiglit  there  was  no  place  where  the  Convention  could 
so  conveniently  sit  as  here,  where  every  thing  was  at  hand — books,  publir 
offices,  information  of  every  kind,  and  all  such  facdities  as  co»dd  he  found 
no  vvhere  idse.  But  it  was  objected  to  meeting  lier;>  in  Ooiobcr,  on  the 
ground  that  the  place  is  sickly,  at  that  season,  lie  did  nor  know,  that 
there  was  anv  season  here,  which  could  he  emphaticpllv  termed  sicklv ; 
but  it  was  subject  to  the  usual  autnmrial  fevers,  until  the  frost  comes.  It 
had  been  said,  the  Legislature  wtmld  frive  us  this  Hall.  Hr  could  not  tell. 
No  one  could  tell,  what  would  be  done  bv  a  Legislature,  whif  h  wks  not 
vet  I'lected.  He  scarcely  knew,  however,  of  a  more  inconvenient  season 
for  persons  to  leave  home,  and  lie  would  prefer  to  rescind  that  pan  nr 
the  resolution,  passed  yesterday,  which  fixed  the  lime  of  meeting,  and 
making  it  to  read  that  the  Convention   would  meet  ?igain  in  May. 

Mr.  Bell  hoped,  the  subject  would  not  bo  postponed,  but  that  the  Con- 
vention would  now  determine  whether  tiiey  would  meet  liere  or  not,  in 
order  that  the  committee  might  be  discharged,  if  they  should  so  llctP^ 
mine.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  have  entirely  forgotten  what  took  place  yes- 
terday. The  resj»lution  to  appoint  a  conmiittee,  passed  yesterday,  with 
considerable  unanimity,  and  seemed  to  express  the  sense  of  the  Conren- 
tion,  that  we  should  remove  to  some  other  place.     He  did  not  wish  the 
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commitlee  to  be  hung  up  by  the  eye-lids ;  but  hoped  the  Convention 
wotild  now  settle  the  qupslion. 

Mr.  Merkditii  was  sorry  the  gentleman  from  Chester  objected  to 
the  post|)ono:ni'nt.  He  was  of  opinion,  thai  the  question  should  not  he  ta- 
ken loilay.  Then'  was  no  tfllinff  what  accommodation  could  be  had  any 
where,  until  we  obtained  information  from  dilTcTent  places  on  the  su!>ject. 
The  tf.'nileman  from  Cliester,  (Mr.  Bki.l)  appeared  to  think,  that  the  action 
of  the  committpe  would  he  delayed  by  the  postponement  of  the  resolution. 
Now,  he  apprehended,  that  the  [jentloman  labored  under  a  wrono;  impres- 
sion in  relation  to  this  matter.  Tht?  postponement  of  the  resolution  will 
not  interfere  with  the  duties  of  the  Committee.  It  will  leave  them  free  to 
act,  and  it  will  not  only  be  their  rio^ht,  but  it  will  be  their  duty  lo  proceed 
and  make  all  the  necessary  inquiries  on  the  subject.  They  can  then  go  on 
and  perform  their  duty  with  all  the  spei'd  in  their  power.  He  thojght,  if 
gentlemen  would  take  ihis  view  of  the  matter,  they  would  see  that  it  would 
be  much  better  to  p:)sipone  the  discussion  of  tills  subject,  until  we  had  all 
the  liirhis  which  could  be  obtained  through  the  committee,  and  by  every 
other  means. 

Mr.  Bkll  ditl  not  suppose  that  the  postponement  of  the  resolution  would 
postpone  i!ie  business  before  the  coinmiliee ;  but  there  will  be  no  possible 
propriety  in  the  committee  collecting  the  information,  if  the  Convention  is 
lo  meet  hero  aijain. 

Mr.  KcuR  said,  his  object  in  offerins:  the  resolution  was,  to  ascertain 
from  the  member^;  of  the  Convcn-.inn,  whether  there  was  a  majority  in  fa- 
vor of  meetiu!^  at  this  place,  and  if  so,  it  was  not  only  unnecessary,  but 
improper,  iliat  ihc  ci)inmitfeo  should  be  going  on,  and  making  inquiries  in 
rnlatiiin  lo  meelina"  at  Philadelphia  or  Lancaster.  If  the  majority  of  the 
Convention  were  favorMblc  to  this  place,  ihure  would  be  no  use  in  agitating 
the  question  of  going  to  any  other  place;  and  if  the  majority  were  against 
meeting  in  this  place,  then  the  committee  could  go  on  and  perform  their 
duly  with  all  speed  possible. 

Mr.  HiESTKii  said,  that  the  gentleman  from  Washington,  (Mr  Kerr) 
had  said  that  if  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Convention  were  in  fa- 
vor of  his  resolution,  then  it  would  bo  unnecessary  for  the  committee  to 
proceed  in  the  performance  of  their  duties.  Now,  he  apprehended,  that 
the  vote  on  the  gentleman's  resolution  would  be  in  a  great  measure  go\'em- 
ed  by  the  report  of  ih:?  commiMce.  F«)r  himself,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
vote  on  the  gentleman's  resulution,  until  he  heard  from  the  committee. — 
He  sho'dd,  perh:q^s,  vote  in  favor  of  Ilarrisburg,  after  having  ceriain  infor- 
mation fiom  the  committee,  but  at  present,  he  should  be  under  the  neces- 
sity of  v;)tin'r  against  it.  He  had  all  alonjr  objected  to  our  being  in  session 
here  at  the  same  lime  with  the  Legislature.  The  gentleman  from  Susque- 
hanna, (Mr.  Rxad)  had  endeavored  to  get  over  this  objection  by  saying, 
that  we  would  experience  no  disadvantage  from  that,  as  the  members  of  the 
.Legislature  would  be  our  consiiiucnts,  and  ihat  tiie  two  bodies  would  be 
each  other's  ronstituents  mulu;d!y.  This  might  all  sound  well  enough,  but 
it  must  be  recollected,  that  ihey  are  the  representatives  of  tho  people,  sent 
here  for  a  distinct  and  separaH^  o'>ject  from  that  which  we  are  seni  here 
for,  and  he  thouLrht.  it  must  be  obvious  to  every  one,  that  we  will  come  in 
contact  with  each  o»ljer,  and  that  an  inlluenre  will  be  exerted  by  one  body 
pver  the  other.     Tiiis  the  people  did  not  desire.     They  desired  us  lo  per- 
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form  our  duties  alone,  aud  without  any  influence  beinor  exerted  over  us  hv 
any  otlier  body  of  men.  lu  addition  to  this,  we  will  perhaps,  not  be  able 
to  get  apcominodaiions  here.  In  four  or  five  weeks  after  we  return,  we 
will  bo  turned  out  of  this  Hall  by  the  Legislature,  and  in*  did  not  know  liiat 
we  could  ffcl  ancuhcr  suitable  Hall  in  this  place.  Taking^  all  these  tliinfff 
into  consideration,  he  thought  there  was  great  propriety  in  postponing  ihii 
resolution  until  we  have  more  light  upon  the  sul>j«cL 

Mr.  Clakkk,  of  Indiana,  hoped  the  postponement  would  not  take  place, 
but  that  wf  might  have  a  diret^t  vole  upon  the  <iuestion.  Wo  have  already 
consumed  more  than  an  hour  in  debating  the  question,  and  if  it  is  postpf>- 
ned  until  Thursday,  we  will  in  all  probability  consume  a  whole  day  with 
it.  He  could  sec  no  reason  whv  a  direct  vole  should  not  now  he  udten, 
and  let  members  say  at  once  whether  ihey  would  meet  again  here  or  not; 
and  if  the  maioritv  sav  they  will  not  meet  here,  then  the  committee  can 
go  on  with  its  inquiries  in  relation  to  meeting  at  sonic  other  place.  As  lo 
the  apprehended  evils  to  arise  from  the  Legislature  and  the  Conventiou 
being  hero  at  one  time,  he  would  say,  sufficient  for  the  day  is  the  evil 
thereof.  There  will  be  six  or  seven  weeks  between  the  d-iv  lixed  lor  the 
meeting  of  the  Convention,  and  the  meeting  of  the  Legislature  ;  and  it 
mi^iit  be  that  when  we  come  together  again,  have  an  understanding  of  the 
reform  the  people  required,  and  discontinue  the  Daily  Chronicle,  thaiwd 
will  be  a')le  to  get  through  with  our  business  in  that  time,  or  at  least  thai 
we  may  get  so  far  advanced  asj  to  conclude  our  labors  in  a  short  time  there- 
after. Another  reason  whv  the  vole  should  be  takcn-to  dav,  was,  thdl  a 
number  of  the  mcmbL'rs  of  the  (.'Onvention  would  be  absent  bv  Thursdav, 
and  it  was  proper  that  this  question  should  be  taken  when  there  w:isa»  full 
a  lioiise  as  possible. 

Mr.  Jenks,  hoped  that  the  motion  to  postpone  until  Thursday  would  he 
agreed  to.  [l  was  not  within  the  scope  of  human  probability  that  if  we 
meet  here  again  on  the  17th  of  October,  that  we  will  he  enahleil  to  finish 
our  labors  before  the  meeting  of  the  Leiiislaturo.  Well,  in  the  event  of 
our  inability  to  conclude  our  business  by  that  time,  he  had  no  hesitancy  in 
saying  that  we  would  he  unable  to  obtain  a  building  in  Harrisburg  that 
would  aci'ommod.ite  this  body.  He  had  served  for  several  years  as  a 
member  of  the  Legislature  when  they  sat  in  the  ('ourt  House,  and  there 
were  but  one  hundred  members  in  thatbodv,  and  vet  there  was  not  a  sinde 

•    •  •  c 

spare  seal  in  the  building.  Then  how  was  one  iiundred  and  thirty-three 
geiulemen  to  be  atrcommodated  there.  If  we  are  to  act  upon  the  presump- 
tion that  the  members  of  the  Legislature  are  to  yield  their  Hall  to  us,  we 
are  asking  more  of  them  than  we  can  reasonably  expect,  or  are  entitleii  to 
ask.  IJesides,  if  the  two  bodies  were  to  be  in  session  here  at  the  fame 
time,  we  might  fmd  adifliculty  in  obtaining  private  accommodations,  as  the 
hotels  appeared  to  be  preiwV  well  filled  now.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  motion  to  i)08tpone  would  prevail,  so  that  we  might  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  getting  all  the  information  from  the  committee  which  we  can  on  this 
subject. 

Mr.  Fi-LLER,  had  voted  for  the  resolution  appointing  tho  romniittee  ou 
yesterday,  but  he  was  now  in  favor  ofset'ling  the  question  at  onco  whether 
we  should  meet  iiere  again  or  not.  If  an  arrangement  co»!'d  be  made  herd 
as  he  had  no  doubt  it  could  be,  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Convention, 
he  should  be  in  fdvor  of  meeting  in  this  place.     He  had  no  doubt  the  coi' 
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porate  authorities  of  Harrisburg  would  fit  up  the  Court  House,  either  for 
this  body  or  for  the  Legislature,  if  they  offered  us  this  Hall,  as  he  believ- 
ed they  would  do,  the  Convention  being  the  most  numerous  body  of  the 
two. 

The  motion  to  postpone  to  Thursday,  was  then  decided  in  the  negative, 
ayes  38,  noes  46. 

Ml.  Scott  then  moved  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
until  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  Scott  thought  that  the  Convention  ought  to  reflect  before  adopting 
this  resolution.  He  did  not  conceive  that  there  existed  any  imperative 
duty  in  the  body  to  re-assemble  at  Harrisburg.  The  I^egislature  had  pro- 
vided for  the  contingency  of  a  removal  of  the  Convention,  when  it  passed 
the  law  for  our  assembling,  by  saying  that  we  should  meet  at  Harrisburg, 
but  should  have  power  to  adjourn  to  some  other  place  if  it  became  neces- 
sary. 

He  had  objections  to  meeting  here  if  we  could  get  two  rooms  exacdy 
like  this,  because  he  did  not  consider  that  it  would  be  proper  for  the  Con- 
Teatioa  to  be  here  in  session  at  the  same  time  with  the  Legislature.  Gen- 
tlemen might  talk  as  they  pleased  about  the  one  body  having  no  influence 
over  the  other,  but  there  was  nothing  more  certain,  than  that  if  the  Legisla- 
ture and  the  Convention  were  both  in  session  here  at  the  same  time,  the 
action  of  the  two  bodies  would  distract  each  other's  proceedings.  They 
may  have  up  political  discussions  in  that  body,  which  will  influence  the 
members  of  the  Convention  and  prevent  that  calm,  deliberate  and  unbi- 
assed action  of  the  Convention,  which  ought  to  take  place.  We  have  been 
sent  here  to  deliberate  calmly  and  dispassionately  upon  vital  questions,  and 
questions  which  affect  the  interests  and  the  welfare  of  the  people  and  of 
the  whole  Commonwealth.  We  should  come  to  our  conclusions  without 
being  biassed  by  any  extraneous  considerations ;  and  we  ought  not,  under 
these  circumstances,  to  put  ourselves  in  a  situation  to  be  influenced  in  the 
way  in  which  we  must  be,  if  we  are  here  when  the  Legislature  is  in  ses- 
sion. If  the  Convention  must  assemble  again  in  this  place,  he  hoped  it 
would  not  remain  here  while  the  Legislature  was  in  session,  for  if  it  should 
so  happen  that  the  one  body  would  not  exert  an  influence  over  the  other, 
there  would  be  a  suspicion  of  this  kind  in  the  public  mind,  which  would 
operate  very  injuriously  upon  the  measures  of  this  body?  Now  as  to  the 
convenience  of  the  matter.  He  imagined,  although  our  Hall  was  very  spa- 
cious and  our  accommodations  in  every  respect  ample,  yet  there  were 
Halls  as  large  and  accommodations,  as  good  in  other  places  as  can  be  had 
in  the  town  of  Hairisburg.  All  we  want  then  in  asking  this  postpone- 
ment is,  that  we  may  have  time  to  make  the  inquiry  and  see  whether  we 
cannot  be  as  well  provided  for  in  other  places,  which  will  not  subject  us 
to  the  suspicions  which  must  rest  upon  us  by  remaining  in  this  place.  He 
hoped,  theiefore,  that  the  motion  to  postpone  until  Wednesday,  might  pre- 
vail, so  that  members  might  have  two  or  mree  days  to  make  up  their  minds 
on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centre^  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,   which    were 
ordered. 

Mr.  Sterigere   said,  as  there  appeared  to  be  an  evidence   that  there 
was  something  like  a  majority,  in  favor  of  this  motion,  he  begged  leave 
to  say  a  word  on  the  subject.    Harrisburg  was  unquestionably  the  best 
VOL.  in.  h4 
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pl&ce  we  could  get  to  meet  in,  in  the  Common" 
gotlAn,  that  we  shall  be  here  several  weeks  be 
which  will  nearly  finish  our  labors.  Here  we 
hand,  and  all  sources  which  we  are  so  frequentl 
At  least,  we  ought  to  occupy  this  Hall,  for  the 
the  Legislature  meets,  and  if  we  are  not  able 
bors  by  that  lime,  we  can  then  go  to  Lancast 
it  is  deemed  impropsr  to  remain  here,  when  1 
uid  if  not,  we  can  get  accommodations  here, 
present  motion  to  postpone,  will  only  have  thf 
without  any  practical  benefit  arising  from  il. 
now  decide  the  question,  whether  we  would  c 
out  further  da] ay. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motio] 
day,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative  ;  Yeas  5 

Y«»« — Menra.  Agnew,  Baldwin,  Barclsy,  Barniti, 
phia.  Bailer,  Carey,  Cbandler,  of  Philadelphia,  CbauiK 
uiDgliaro,  Curll,  Darlington,  Dickrf ,  Dillinger,  Dunk 
Hsitinga,  Heiiter,  Hopkinaon,  Houp),  Jenka,  Kenni 
M'C«hBn,  M'Sherrj,  MereJilh.  Merrill,  Overfield,  Pi 
Porter,  of  Nortbsmplon,  Purtiance,  Reigart,  Riler,  S 
etiekel,  Taggait,  Thomsa,  Todd,  Seigeant,  Premdenl- 
Niia— Means.  Ayrea,  Bank*,  Bmndollar,  BayncI 
*er,  Clatk,  of  Dauj^in,  Clarke  of  Indiana,  Cllne,  ' 
DickeTMHi,  Donnell,  Doran,  Farretly,  Fleming,  Form 
bunt,  Helilaiuleia,  High,  Hyde,  Ingeraoll,  Keim.  Ken 
Miller,  Moulgoraery,  Myera,  Nevin,  Pollock,  Reid. 
Scbeeiz,  Shellito,  Smyth,  Snively,  Sterigere,  SnetUnd 

So  the  subject  was  postponed  till  Wednest 
Mr.  Merrill  would  beg  leave  to  bring 
subject  in  which  he  felt  very  considerable  inl 
possibihty,  some  mode  might  not  be  devise 
bling  of  this  Convention  might  be  obviated. 
submit  a  proposition  to  raise  a  committee,  tt 
subject,  and  report  whether,  if  we  have  not  d 
lo  be  done,  we  may  act  definitively,  on  sue) 
tion,  and  avoid  the  expense  and  inconveniem 
Convention. 

Mr.  M.  then  submited  the  following  resol 

Setolveil,  That  ■  special  commitlea  be   appointi 

tOBM  neam  may  be  adopled  lo  prevent  the  necetaily 

Mr.  Mesrilk  moved  a  second  reading,  ani 

tion. 

Mr.  HiCiTRR,  called  for  the  yeas  and  m 
Mr.  FoRWARo  should  vole  for  the  second 
order  that  we  might  promptly  vote  it  down,  i 
culated  to  effect  any  good  results. 

The  Chair  said,  the  question  was  not  deb 

The  question  was  then  taken,  on  the  mo 

reading  ol'  the  resolulion,  and  decided  in  it 

70 — as  follows : 

Tut— Mesna.  Baldwin,  Batnitz,  Bayna,  BiUdto, 
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phia,  Channoty,  Claike,  of  Beaver,  Cochran,  Cope,  Denny,  DiUinger,  Dunlop,  Earit, 
Forward,  Harris,  Hopkinaon,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Long,  M'CaU,  M^Sheny,  Meredith, 
Merrill,  Merkel,  Montgomery,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Pnrviance,  Reigart,  Saeger, 
8eott,  Sill,  Stevens,  Todd,  Young,  Sergeant,  Pretident— 37. 

Nats — Messrs.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Banks,  Barclay,  Bamdollar,  Bedford,  Bell,  Brown,  of 
Philadelphia,  Butler,  Carey,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cline,  Crain,  Cnun, 
Commin,  Cunningham,  Curll,  Darlington,  Darrah,  Dickey,  Dickerson,  Donnell,  Doran, 
Farrelly,  Fleming,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst, 
Helfienstein,  Heister,  High,  Houpt,  Hyde,  IngcrsoU,  Jenks,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Krebs, 
Maclay,  Mart'n,  M'Cahen,  Miller*  Myers,  Nevin,  Overfield,  Pennypacker,  Porter,  of 
Northampton,  Read,  Riter,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Russell,  Sellors,  Serrill,  Scheetz,  SheUito, 
Smith,  Smyth,  Sniv#ly,  Sterigere,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Taggart,  Thomas,  Weidman 
—70. 

Mr.  DiNNT,  on  leave^  presented  apetition  from  sundry  free  citizens  of 
color,  of  the  town  of  Pitteourg,  remonstrating  against  the  adoption  of  any 
provision  depriving  free  colored  citizens  of  the  right  of  sufirage. 

Mr.  DiNNY  moved,  that  the  petition  be  refered  to  the  committee  on  the 
third  article,  and  printed. 

Mr.  Inoersoll,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  every  member  of  the  Conven- 
tion must  see  that  the  subject,  at  this  late  hour  unexpectedly  thrown  upon 
us  by  the  memorial  which  had  just  been  read,  involved  questions  of  the 
utmost  importance  not  only  to  the  character  of  our  deliberations,  but  to 
that  of  the  State,  and  to  the  Union  itself,  of  which  it  forms  an  important 
part.  He  confessed  that  he  rose  very  seriously  impressed  with  the  impor- 
tance of  the  subject  to  move  that  it  be  refered  to  a  special  committee.— 
And,  in  making  this  motion,  he  would  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  of 
saying  a  few  words  in  reference  to  the  subject*  The  committee  to  which 
this  subject  would  be  appropriately  refered  was  now  functus  officio.  He 
refered  to  the  third  article,  which  related  to  the  elective  franchise,  which 
vras  passed  upon— disposed  of  by  the  Convention.  While  he  had  no 
objection  to  that  committee,  and  entertained  no  preference  for  one  com- 
mittee more  than  another,  he  made  the  motion  he  had  done.  He  regarded 
the  subject  as  one  of  great  magnitude  and  importance,  and  calculated  to 
create  much  excitement  among  those  who  were  most  deeply  interested. 
He  was  free  and  bold  to  say  that  his  motion  was  made  with  a  view  to  the 
character  of  the  memorialists.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  giv- 
ing any  opinion  on  the  subject  further  than  this — that  the  act  of  1780,  to 
which  the  petitioners  refered,  he  considered  as  one  of  the  noblest  monu- 
ments of  Pennsylvania  eminence ;  and  that  as  far  as  all  the  principles  and 
philosophy  of  that  act  are  concerned,  it  had  his  most  hearty  respect— -his 
most  hearty  reverence  for  it.  He  would  go  further  :  he  would  say  that 
there  was  no  man  living,  who  felt  more  seriously  or  anxiously  than  the 
humble  individual  now  addressing  this  body — the  religious  importance— 
the  charitable  importance — the  christian  importance,  as  well  as  the  moral 
and  political  importance  of  treating  this  peculiarly  humble  class  of  our 
fellow  men,  if  not  our  fellow  citizens,  with  the  utmost  possible  kindness, 
forbearance,  and  attention.  But,  after  having  said  this,  he  must  add  with- 
out, he  repeated,  expressing  any  opinion  on  the  subject — because  his 
object  was  now  to  prevent  any  precipitate  expression  of  opinion,  either 
individual,  or  general,  by  this  body — that  no  man  who  heard  him  could 
help  acknowledging  that  this  question  had,  of  late  years,  assumed  a  fear* 
M  imjportanoe,  whiob  required  that  every  step  we  took  with  regard  to  iti 

9Ma  bfl  tok«Q  witb  tbo  utmost  Qircai];ipeo(ioi(^pi^4  Rotj^iny  i))oi^4  b« 
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done  lo  commit  this  body,  to  involve  ihis  Stab 
We  were  now  within  a  weelt  of  the  period  6 
it  was  iroposaible,  then,  to  act  on  the  subject  sei 


present  session. 


the 


committeB  was  with  no  wish  to  be  appointed  < 
he  should  deem  it  a  favor  not  to  be  selected  as  i 
red  no  action  on  the  subject,  but  simplj  to  have 
could  then  either  report  next  week,  or  when  thi 
semble  in  October,  When  the  memorial  had  I 
the  Clerks'  table,  and  looked  at  it,  for  he  thou; 
read,  that  it  contained  language  rather  harsh 
Stales,  for  treating  as  properly  and  holding  ihe: 
pie  of  the  same  color  and  blood  as  the  petition* 
roct  in  jjis  impression,  and  as  there  was  in  at 
considerable  unpleassniness,  if  not  extreme  sf 
psriicnlar  topic,  he  should  regret  that  any  ste| 
the  mere  reference  of  the  memorial  to  a  com 
WB8  anxious  that  nothing  more  should  be  done 
only  of  the  character  of  this  State,  but  from  a 
Union  at  large.  If  the  reading  of  the  memori 
he  would  have  entered  his  objection  to  its  beii 
for  his  own  part,  that  he  was  by  no  meant  sur 
thing  in  the  outset  of  the  paper  in  question  w 
chancier  unworthy  to  be  countenanced  or  encc 
ever,  he  had  formed  no  opinion,  though  he  hv 
sions.  Being  desirous  to  prevent  exeilement 
began  now,  might  last  many  days,  and  do  nr 
had  moved  in  refer  the  memorial.  He  was  re^ 
nicBte  his  opinions  on  this  subjer.t,  either  publii 
present  circumstances,  he  thought  that  he  had 
The  reason  why  he  had  asked  for  a  special  cor 
ing  committee,  was  to  insure  justice  being  dor 
would  not  be  smothered  nor  stifled.  And,  w 
been  made  from  tlie  committee,  the  matter  co 
ingly.  He  trusted  that  the  motion  which  he  h 
rial  to  a  special  committee  would  meet  the  j 
body. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  said  that  there 

ing  a  select  committee  on  this  subject,  as  the 

9(h  article  had  nol  been  discharged.     The  i 

county,  he  believed,  was  not  present  when  h 

moved  an  amendment  restricting  the  right  of  ! 

he  would  have  seen  the  decided  vole  by  whi 

rest.     He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  paper  printec 

Mr,  Inoerboll  said,  that  he  was  not 

Mr,  FoRwiRD  resumed.     The  Convention,  i 

a  decided  aversion  to  meddling  with  the  subj 

mined  not  to  make  any  alteration  of  the  Consii 

saw  no  occasion,  therefore,  for  a  special  coram 

Mr.  IxoERSou.  ^ould  suggest  iliai  if  the  Coi 
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memorial  to  a  standing  committee,  he  would  not  insist  on  his  motion  for  a 
special  committee. 

Mr.  Sterioers,  of  Montgomery,  lem^rked  that  should  the  memorial 
be  sent  to  a  special  committee,  it  would  have  to  go  on  the  Journal. 

The  President  (interrupting)  observed  that  it  would  not. 

Mr.  Sterioere  continued,  it  was  a  meie  argumentative  paper,  and 
there  certainly  was  nothing  in  its  character  which  entitled  it  to  receive 
any  special  attention.  It  appealed  that  although  there  were  no  less  than 
two  thousand  colored  people  in  Pittsburg,  only  onf  hundred  had  signed 
the  memorial. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  said  h^should  vote  against  the  refeience 
•f  the  petition  to  a  committee,  for  the  reason,  that  the  committee  on  the 
subject  refered  to,  in  the  petition,  had  already  reported  favorably  to  the 
views  of  the  petitioners.  It  was,  therefore,  useless  to  send  it  to  Uiem. — 
He  was  opposed  to  having  it  printed,  as  the  subject  had  been  acted  upon 
by  the  Convention  in  committee  of  the  whole,  and  its  action  had  been  fa- 
vorable to  the  views  of  the  petitioners.  The  Convention,  therefore,  did 
not  require  the  information  contained  in  the  memorial.  If  the  motion  to 
refer  and  print  was  rejected,  he  should  move  to  lay  it  on  the  table.  He 
would  not  treat  the  petition  disrespectfully,  no  matter  from  where  it  came; 
nor  would  he  quarrel  with  the  petitioners,  though  he  must  say  they  had 
used  very  exceptionable  phrases,  and  not  the  most  likely  to  accomplish 
their  object.  They  *say  we,  who  have  taken  a  different  view  of  the  sub- 
ject, from  themselves,  have  made  ourselves  liable  to  *' just  sarcasm*' — ^have 
acted  upon  **  barbarous  prejudices**,  &c.  Not  very  courteous  language, 
indeed,  for  petitioners  to  use  ,  but  he  (Mr.  B.)  did  not  deem  it  worthy  of 
regard,  nor  was  he  disposed  to  take  exceptions  to  another  sentiment  he 
found  in  the  memorial.  These  memorialists  say  that  **  impartial  observers 
assert,  that  there  is  less  idleness  and  drunkenness  among  those  of  their  co- 
lor  who  live  in  the  city,  (Pittsburg)  than  among  any  other  class  of  its  cifi- 
zens'\  This  was  strong  language,  Mr.  B.  said;  but  if  the  gentleman 
from  Allegheny,  and  particularly  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Dennv)  who  pre- 
sented it,  were  satisfied  of  its  truth  and  propriety,  he  would  not  object  to 
its  going  on  the  reconl.  He  could  not,  however,  suppose  that  there  was 
so  much  '*  idleness  and  drunkenness"  in  all  classes  of  the  people  of  Pitts- 
burg, as  these  very  sober  and  industrious  memorializing  gentlemen  indi- 
cate. If  it  were  really  so  at  Pittsburg,  he  (Mr.  B.)  did  not  wish  it  to  be 
considered  as  applicable  to  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Stevkns,  of  Adams,  said  he  saw  no  propriety  in  sending  the  me- 
morial to  a  committee.  It  was  certainly  out  of  the  o^inary  course,  when 
a  committee  had  reported  on  the  subject.  The  uniform  practice  was,  that 
when  a  committee  had  reported  on  the  subject  of  the  memorial,  the  report 
should  be  laid  on  the  table  and  printed.  He  saw  nothing  to  be  gained  by 
sending  the  memorial  in  question  to  a  special  committee.  He  maintained 
that  those  who  petitioned  this  body,  whether  black  or  white,  had  a  right 
to  be  heard,  whether  on  this,  or  any  other  subject,  relative  to  ^e  business 
before  the  Convention.  We  had  a  right,  then,  to  give  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioners  a  respectful  consideration.  When  a  petition  was  couched  in 
language  respectful  to  the  body  to  which  it  was  presented,  they  were 
bound  to  receive  it.  Was  this  memorial,  then,  to  be  rejected?  He  would 
never  give  bis  vote  for  that,    3uch  a  memprialy  cooting  from  white  meni 
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would  not  be  considered  offensive.  There 
contained  in  the  paper  which  had  been  read, 
furnish  were  vahmble,  and  deserving  our  con: 
reel,  because  intimately  r.onnecled  with  ihe  qu 
fore  the  Convention.  Why,  he  would  ask, 
smothered  !  Because  it  eame  from  those  whc 
Probably  many  of  those  who  signed  the  men 
of  tis,  although  they  do  not  rank  according 
"  while"  and  "  black".  Now,  he  would  ask. 
gitimate  reason  for  not  listening  to  the  prayer  c 
have  wished  that  some  gentleman  had  mzAe  a 
on  the  table,  and  have  it  printed.  The  qu 
should  grant  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  but  wl 
and  treat  it  with  common  courtesy,  which  wa 
whether  from  the  penitentiary,  or  any  whe 
while  man,  or  a  black  man.  He  wished  to  i 
were  inclined  to  act  with  courtesy  or  not.  He 
memorial,  in  regard  to  the  South,  that  should 
duty  ?  What,  as  freemen,  was  there  that  sho 
make  us  forego  the  performance  of  our  duty  \ 
afraid  of  the  tyrant  of  the  South  ?  For  his  o 
sensibility — none  of  that  terror,  and  none  of 
peace  or  harmony  of  the  Union.  He  would 
morial  to  a  special  committee,  and  in  favor  ol 
of  copies  of  it. 

Mr.  Martin,  of  Philadelphia,  said  thai  h 
whatever,  to  any  course  the  Convention  migh 
icgard  to  the  disposal  of  the  documents  whic 
must  confess  that  he  was  rather  in  favor,  thai 
printed,  in  order  that  each  member  might  he 
formation  which  they  contained.  It  must  be 
if  it  established  the  fart  that  the  colored  popL 
superior  to  any  oiher  class  of  society  then 
those  documents,  that  the  citizens  of  Pennsyl 
zens  than  those  of  the  Southern  Slates.  Th 
portant  information,  and  ought  to  he  in  the  ha' 
Conveniion,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  judge  o( 
would  not  have  said  a  word  on  the  subject,  ha 
of  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny  (Mr.  Dbi 
ving  stated  so  positively,  th.it  the  <ooner  a  vc 
the  better,  bcc;iuse  then  it  would  be  entirely  b 
belief  was  thai  such  would  not  be  the  effect  . 
would  diacovei  before  they  got  through.  He 
ventton  came  to  act  decisively  on  the  subject,  I 
of  inserting  in  the  Constitution  n  clause  to  pr 
being  deluded  and  deceived,  as  they  were  moe 
would  conclude  by  saying  that  he  would  vole 
and  laying  them  on  the  tahle. 

Mr  Eahle,  of  PhJlodelphia,  osprr-ssed  a  at: 
ponsideraitOR  of  the  Bixih  artiolo,  and  hoped  i 

b«  moTWi  fo,  If  tJiii  dlioiiiiiga  vero  oontinu* 
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Mr.  Inoersoll,  of  Philadelphia,  said  that  he  had  this  subject  deeply  at 
heart,  and  he  begged  to  say  a  woid  or  two,  in  answer  to  the*gentleman 
from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens).     He,  (Mr.  I.)  knew  not  how  to  characterize 
the  paper  before  the  Convention.     It  was  called  the  memorial  of  the  un- 
dersigned, free  citizens  of  color,  &c.,  and  concluded  with  an  argument  in 
reference  to  the  hardship  of  their  situation,  and  by  giving  such  information 
in  accompanying  documents  as  they  believed  was  calculated  to  prove  in- 
terestiner  to  us,  and  was  such  as  ought  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  their 
race.     He  felt  himself  at  a  loss  to  say  whether  this  was  to  be  deemed  a 
memorial  or  not.     But,  if  it  was,  he  would  then,  in  answer  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Adams,  beg  to  say  a  word  or  two.    The  twentieth  section  of  the 
Bill  of  Rights  of  the  present  Constitution — that  was,  the  ninth  article,  con- 
tained a  provision  which  he  believed  provided,  (and  it  was  in  almost  aJl  the 
State  Constitutions,  though  differing  a  little  from  our  own),  "that  the 
citizens  have  a  right,  in  a  peaceable  manner,  to  assemble  together  for  their 
common  good,  and  to  apply  to  those  invested  with  the  powers  of  Govern- 
ment for  redress  of  grievances,  or  other  proper  purposes,  by  petition,  ad- 
dress, or  temonstrance'*.     Now,  technically,  or  literally  rather,  that  pa- 
per before  us  was  neither  a  petition  nor  a  remonstrance.     It  might,  per- 
haps, be  called  an  address.     It  called  itself  a  memorial,  and  concluded  with 
no  prayer,  but  merely  asked   that  the  information  given  in  these  papers 
might  be  taken  into  consideration.     As  a  member  of  this  body  he  was 
much  obliged  to  the  petitioners  for  it.     He  would  repeat  what  he  had  al- 
ready said,  that  this  was  not  a  petition  nor  a  memorial.     It  was  not  an 
address  to  those  who  wield  the  powers  of  the  Government.     We  were  a 
body  met  for  the  pur{>ose  of  organizing  the  powers  of  the  Government. 
And,  though  it  was  true  that  we  were  at  liberty  to  submit  to  the  people 
-whatever  we  chose,  either  on  this  subject  or  any  other,  yet  no  man  would 
attempt  to  say  that  we  were  any  thing  more  or  less,  than  a  Committee 
here  to  report  on  acts  for  the  sanction  or  rejection  of  the  people.     But, 
if  it  was  intended  to  refer  to  the  powers  of  the  Government,  then  he  would 
submit  to  the  Convention  a  brief  view  of  this  subject,  and  which  he  had 
suggested,  not  long  ago,  to  a  relative  of  his — a  member  of  another  body, 
and  which  appeared  to  have  escaped  the  notice  of  that  intelligent  gentle- 
man, as  it  had  done,  also,  of  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  and  of  other  gen- 
tlemen for  whom  he  entertained  a  great  respect. 

What,  he  ^Mr.  I.),  would  ask,  was  the  right  of  petition  ?  Had  a  citizen 
a  right  to  petition  those  who  represented  them  ?  He,  (Mr.  Inoersoll), 
denied  it :  they  speak  in  tlie  language  of  command,  and  not  of  prayer,  to 
their  Representatives.  The  practice,  however,  was  very  different  in  Eng- 
land, and  in  many  of  the  arbitrary  Governments  of  Europe.  Men  there 
hold  their  citizenship  by  a  different  tenure.  But,  in  this  country,  he  de« 
nied  that  any  man  had  a  right  to  petition  those  who  were  his  servants.  It 
was  an  error  in  principle.  And,  that  great  man,  John  Quinct  Adams, 
had  fallen  into  it.  It  was  an  English  error,  and  one  which  that  gentleman 
had  obtained  from  having  lived  too  long  abroad,  and  too  little  in  his  own 
country.  American  citizens  could  instruct  their  Representatives— could 
memorialize  them— <;ould  address  them ;  but  it  was  derogatory  to  their 
right  to  have  to  petition  those  sent  to  represent  them,  either  in  Congress, 
or  in  the  State  Legislatures.  He  thought  that  these  declamatory  appeals, 
and  which  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevsms),  had  indulged  in, 
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were  more  calculated  to  do  harm  than  good,  and  he  trusted  that  for  the 
future,  they  would  be  reserved  for  a  more  appropriate  place.  «  llie  misfor- 
tune appeared  to  him,  that  we  of  the  North  fall  into  error,  and  declaim  with* 
out  having  argument  to  support  it.  He  wished  to  forestal — to  prevent  de- 
clamatory appeals.  He  cared  not  whether  the  papers  should  be  sent  to  a 
select,  or  to  a  standing  Committee.  All  that  he  wanted  was,  that  the  mat- 
ter should  lie  over — that  there  should  be  no  action  on  the  subject.  Aad, 
he  acknowledged  that  his  reason  for  it  was  precisely  that  which  had  been 
assigned  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams.  Whatever  might  be  the  feeliiifs 
of  that  gentleman  on  this  subject,  he,  (Mr.  I.),  felt  deeply  the  importance 
of  it.  He  had  lived  in  social  political  intimacy  with  those  who  were  bom 
in  the  Southern  portion  of  the  Union,  and  though  his  sympathies  might 
not  be  exactly  the  same  as  their's,  still  he  had  learned  too  deeply  to  respect 
their  honesty — their  honor — their  integrity — theii  statesmanship,  to  speak 
disparagingly  of  them. 

He  was  not  present  when  there  was  some  action  on  this  subject  a  few 
days  ago.  He  hardly  knew  what  was  done,  and  he  consequently  now 
spoke  without  the  advantage  of  that  knowledge.  All  that  he  desired  at  thii 
time  was,  to  prevent  a  discussion,  which  could  do  no  good  to  the  black, 
and  might  do  injury  to  the  white  population.  Mr.  I.  concluded  by  saying 
that  the  Convention  was  about  to  adjourn,  and  that  there  was  not  time  to  go 
into  the  discussion  of  a  subject  which  all  admitted  to  be  of  vast  magnitodc 
and  importance— one,  to  which  the  whole  world  seemed  to  have  its  atten- 
tion turned,  and  especially  to  this  country,  which  he  conceived  to  be  treated 
with  great  injustice  by  foieign  countries.  He  trusted  that  the  memorial 
would  remain  where  it  now  was. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  said — We  have  commited  ^grand  mis- 
take, sir,  in  not  allowing  the  memorial  to  take  the  course  of  all  similar  pa- 
pers, and  the  evils  consequent  upon  this  error,  evident  as  they  are  in  this 
protracted  debate,  have  not  yet  ceased  ;  because  I  purpose  to  offer  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  same  subject. 

The  gentleman  from  the  county  (Mr.  Inoersoll)  has  attempted  to 
prove,  that  the  right  of  petition,  guaranteed  to  citizens,  did  not  include  the 
privilege  of  addressing  **  this  body",  which  is  not  in  the  language  of  the 
Constitution  the  *'  governing  power".  It  appears  to  me,  sir,  that  citizens 
of  Pennsylvania  have  at  all  times  a  right  to  address,  in  a  respectful  man- 
ner, a  body  of  their  public  servants,  assembled  to  deliberate  upon  and  pro- 
pose regulations  that  are  to  affect  their  interests — whether  that  assembly 
be  a  Legislature  to  enact  laws  for  special  objects,  or  a  Convention  to  pro- 
pose Constitutional  alterations,  which  may,  by  an  omission,  or  addition  of 
a  single  sentence,  affect  the  law,  the  liberty,  and  social  and  political  privi- 
leges of  a  large  class  of  the  community.  If  the  Executive  or  the  Iiegis- 
lative  bodies  of  this  Commonwealth  may  be  approached  with  a  petition 
for  redress  of  grievancci*  or  perpetuation  of  privileges — because  "  they 
are  governing  powers"-— surely  this  Convention,  which  is  to  prescribe 
rules  for  the  governing  powers,  should  be  more  especially  open  to  address, 
as  an  error  in  its  decisions  might  perpetuate  an  evil  beyond  the  power  of 
Executive  or  Legislative  correction. 

The  right  of  citizens,  then,  to  petition  this  Convention,  is  9i  perfect  right, 
as  much  secured  to  them  by  the  genius  of  our  institutions  and  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  StatSy  as  our  right  to  occupy  this ^Hail  in  our  present  csjpa- 
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chy  is  warranted  by  the  act  of  Assembly  under  which  we  have  con 
vened. 

It  is  asserted  by  one  gentleman  that  the  language  of  the  memorial  is 
not  entirely  correct — that  it  sets  forth  an  assertion  of  a  reputable  white 
man,  viz :  **  that  the  colored  population  of  Pittsburg  and  its  vicinity,  are 
as  respectable  as  any  other  class  of  society  in  that  city".  Whether  there 
is  not  a  slight  inaccuracy  in  the  expression,  I  cannot  say.  It  is  probable 
that  some  qualification  concerning  situation  and  rank  ought  to  have  been 
inserted ;  but  he  was  not  accountable  for  the  facts  set  forth,  and  which,  after 
ally  are  only  given  as  the  belief  of  a  gentleman  who  had  possessed  oppor^ 
tunities  of  forming  an  opinion.  What  object  any  man  could  have  in  flat-, 
tering  the  blacks,  I  cannot  irnnglBC. 

1  pretend  not.  to  know  whether  these  petitioners  are  as  good  in  point  of 
moral  character  as  other  citizens  of  Pittburg  \  but  this  I  may  venture  to 
pay,  that  if  they  have  acquired  any  considerable  degree  of  the  moral  worth 
of  the  people  of  the  Western  emporium  of  our  State,  they  are  worthy  of 
all  consideration,  and  have  a  claim  upon  the  respect  as  well  as  the  protet* 
tion  of  this  Convention. 

The  .gentleman  from  Montgomery  (Mr.  Sterioere)  expresses  surprise, 
tkat  out  of  two.thousand,  (the  number  of  the  black  population  in  Pittsburg) 
only  one  hundred  should  have. signed  the  petition.  That  gentleman  for-. 
ffets,  perhaps,  what  number  of  the  two  thousand  were  women  and  chil- 
dren, and  what  number  were  so  deficieilt  in  character  as  not  to  be  invited, 
or  so  wanting  in  education  M  to  be  unable  lo  sign  the  memorial. 

The  question  of  printing  is  that  alone  which  is  before  us  i.  it  does  Aot 
appear  to  me  that  we  are  called  on  to  wander  across  the  lines  of  our  State^ 
and  discuss  the  subject  of  slavery — the  sufferings  of  the  black,,  or  the 
rights  of  the  white.  The  slavery  of  the  south  is  sanctioned  by  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  an  instrument  which  we  are  not  called  upon 
to  discuss  or  amend — the  petition  before  us,  is  from  men  claiming  to  be 
citizens  of  this  Commonwealth,  and  their  right  of  roemorializirig  is"  se- 
cured to  them  by  the  v0ry  Constitution  for  which  we  have  all  expressed 
BO  much  regard,  and  upon  which  we  are  now  deliberating. 

Some  surprise  has  been  expressed  at  the  appearance  of  this  memorial, 
ma  well  as  censure  of  its  language.  It  appears  to  me,  sir,  tliat  nothing  ia 
BBore  natural  (han  both,  '('he  colored  people  of  Pittsburg  had  heard  a 
report  that  this  Convention  seriously  entertained  a  proposition  to  take  from 
them  their  privileges  of  citizenship;  and,  withoutarroganceof  tone— -without 
nenace,  or  mere  truckling,  they  state  their  numbers,  character,  wealth,  and 
standing ;  and  ask  us — not  for  new  political  powers,  not  for  extraor4inar7 
privileges — but  simply  that  rights  granted  to  them  by  the  Constitution  of 
1790,  may  not  be  torn  away  from  them — and  what  do  we  hear  now,  sir? 
Not  a  discussion  of  the  rights  of  these  tax-payers  to  citizenship,  but  a 
denial  of  the  right  io  petition — a  refusal  to  allow  them  to  solicit  from  us  a 
continuance  of  what  they  hold  by  the  Constitution  of  the  State.  Yes, 
air,  these  men  who  are  taught — who  are  encouraged,  indeed,  by  the  scrip- 
tures, to  petition  the  Almighty  **  to  deliver  them  Irom  evil",  are  told  that 
they  may  not  approach  their  fellow  men  with  a  petition  to  be  spared  the 
infliction  of  an  evil  that  cuts  them  off  from  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
citi;Kenship.  1  trust,  sir,  that  the  petition  and  papers  will  be  allowed  to 
take  the  proper  parliamentary  course ;  less  than  that  would  be  a  denial 
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of  the  rights  of  petition.  A  select  committee,  or  any  other  more  than 
ordinary  disposal  of  them,  would  seem  to  intimate,  that  not  the 
grievance,  but  the  complaint  of  grievance,  was  deemed  extraordinary  to 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Denny  said,  that  when  he  presented  this  memorial,  he  believed  he 
was  discharging  a  plain  and  simple  duty,  which  he  owed  to  this  Conven- 
tion, and  to  the  freemen  who  signed  it.  He  would  have  been  recreant  to 
that  duty  had  he  withheld  it.  He  believed  the  individuals  had  the  right, 
with  other  freemen  of  this  Commonwealth,  to  memorialize  this  Conven- 
tion, composed  of  the  representatives  of  freemen,  and  assembled  to  propose 
mmendments  to  the  Constitution,  involving  some  of  their  most  valuable 
rights  and  privileges. 

In  the  very  first  section  of  the  ninth  article  of  our  Constitution,  stands 
the  declaration,  that  <^  all  men  are  bom  equally  free  and  independent' '.  In 
the  twentieth  section,  is  secured  the  "right  of  the  citizens"  **  to  apply  to 
those  invested  with  the  powers  of  Government  for  redress  of  grievances, 
or  other  proper  purposes,  by  petition,  address  or  remonstrance'\  In 
accordance  with  these  principles,  the  memorialists  have  presented  their 
views  to  the  Convention.  They  apply  to  this  body,  and  have  expressed 
^eir  sentiments  in  their  own  way,  under  a  responsibility  resting  upon 
themselves. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  was  not  responsible  for  the  statement  of  facts  and 
opinions  set  forth  in  the  memorial  and  accompanying  documents,  nor  did 
he  pretend  to  give  tliem  any  sanction,  or  vouch  for  Uieir  accuracy.  The 
responsibility  belongs  to  those  who  have  made  the  representations.  His 
duty  was  to  present  the  documents  sent  to  him,  to  the  Convention.  He 
had  supposed  that  the  statistical  facts  stated  by  the  memorialists  were  im- 
portant, and  deserving  the  attention  of  the  members  of  the  Convention,  as 
fiimishing  some  evidence  of  the  wholesome  operation  of  our  laws  in 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  this  portion  of  our  population — in  pro- 
moting industry  among  them,  and  elevating  their  moral  and  intellectual 
character. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  must  dissent  entirely  from  the  opinion,  as  alleged  to 
have  been  expressed  by  some  impartial  observers,  that  the  population 
alluded  to,  was  superior  in  their  habits  and  morals  to  other  classes  in  the 
community  among  which  they  reside.  It  is  very  natural  that  they  should 
entertain  a  better  opinion  of  themselves  than  others  in  the  community. 
Bat  I  know  our  community  well,  s^d  Mr.  D.,  and  one  more  industrious, 
orderly,  and  sob^r,  is  not  to  be  found  in  any  part  of  this  Commonwealth, 
and  it  would  stand  in  highly  favorable  contrast  with  any  portion  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  Sterioerb  renewed  the  motpfr  to  commit  the  memorial  to  the 
committee  on  the  third  article. 

Mr.  Chambers  remarked  that  the  Convention  was  in  the  exercise  of 
powers  affecting  the  rights  of  the  petitioners,  and  respecting  which  they 
had  a  right  to  be  heard.  All  who  have  addressed  the  Convention  on  this 
subject,  have  conceded  that  this  paper  was  deserving  of  consideration,  and 
the  only  question  was  the  form  of  consideration,  whether  it  should  be 
refered  to  a  committee,  or  be  laid  on  the  table,  and  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Convention. 

Il  was  immaterial  what  was  the  form  of  the  petilioii>  or  what  it  if 


I^ENNSVLVANIA  convention,  1837.  Ml 

called,  provided  it  had  relation  to  the  measures  and  action  of  this  Conven* 
lion,  and  was  not  oHTensive  in  its  language.  It  imparted  information  ofthd 
moral  and  intellectual  condition  of  the  colored  population  of  our  Wesi^ 
em  City,  which  he  was  pleased  to  l^par.  But,  as  the  committee  on  the 
subject  had  reported,  and  the  article  in  relatioti  to  the  elective  franchise  was 
before  the  Conveiltion,  there  was  no  occasion  to  refer  it  to  a  committee,  or 
that  the  attention  of  a  committee  be  directed  to  it.  It  is  sufficient  that  it 
be  in  the  possession  of  the  Convention,  which  it  will  be,  by  being  laid  on 
the  table  and  printed. 

The  question  presented  by  it,  was,  whether  the  colored  people  should 
exercise  the  right  of  suffnige ;  and  that  subject  had  been  before  the  Con* 
vention,  in  committee  of  the  whole,  and  some  action  had  been  had  upon 
it.  It  was  not  necessary ,  therefore,  to  send  the  information  to  a  commit- 
tee, but  it  would  be  useful  for  the  Convention.  The  whole  subject  wm^ 
for  every  purpose,  before  the  Convention  already;  and  the  only  thing 
necessary  to  be  done,  was,  to  print  th^  meniorial  for  our  information. 

Mr.  Forward,  said,  until  he  heard  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Philadelphia,  (Mr.  Martin,)  he  had  felt  himself  called  upon,  not  to  vote 
for  the  printing  of  this  memorial.  But,  finding  from  his  remarks  that  th^ 
subject  of  the  right  of  colored  persons  to  vote,  was  again  to  be  forced 
upon  our  consideration,  he  now  hoped  that  the  memorial  would  be  printed 
for  information.  He  did  not  concur  with  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia, 
(Mr.  Inoersoll)  in  his  views  as  to  the  right  of  petition.  A  small  number  of 
individuals  had  not  a  right,  as  the  gentleman's  doctrine  would  imply,  to 
instruct  the  Legislative  body.  That  would  be  absurd.  Individuals  and 
small  associations  of  individuals  must  adopt  the  language  and  form  of  peti- 
tion. If  they  assumed  the  tone  of  comnland,  it  would  be  usurpation;  and 
they  had  no  more  the  right  to  command  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
than  they  had  to  command  the  people  themselves.  When  the  people,  as 
such,  spoke  to  their  representatives,  then,  instead  of  the  language  of  peti* 
tion,  they  used  that  of  instruction.  In  order  that  the  Convention  might 
not  be  misled  with  the  statement,  that  no  memorial  had  been  printed  by 
order  of  the  Convention,  he  refered  to  the  Journal  to  shew,  that  a  memo^ 
rial  from  the  society  of  friends,  presented  by  the  gentleman  from  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Porter),  was  printed,  on  his  motion.  There  was  one  otbet 
precedent  to  vvhich  he  refered.  These  he  hoped  would  be  sati8factory> 
and  tliat  the  memorial  would  be  printed. 

Mr.  CoHBfiN  asked  what  was  the  question. 

The  Chair  replied,  that  it  was  upon  the  motion  to  lay  the  memorial  oH 
the  table  and  print  it. 

Mr.  Cummin,  said  he  had  come  here  for  the  purpose  of  revising  and 
framing  a  Constitution  for  the  known  and  acknowledged  citizens  of  this 
State,  and  not  to  receive  memorials  and  petitions  in  the  midst  of  our  laborsy 
concerning  the  colored  population.  When  gentlemen  presented  petitions 
from  blacks,  who  assumed  lo  be  belter  than  these  gentlemen  themselves, 
it  was  not  strange  that  they  should  set  the  blacks  above  foreigners.  Gren- 
tlemen  wanted  to  be  more  merciful  towards  this  class  of  persons,  (the  blacks,) 
ihan  He  who  made  them,  had  been.  He  who  created  the  Heavens  and 
the  earth,  and  all  mankind,  made  a  distinction  between  the  children  of  men* 
He  had  set  his  mark  on  all  the  descendants  of  Ham.  If  peimitted,  ho 
vtoxld  refer  to  the  ninth  chapter  of  Genesis,  for  the  facts  which  sustained 
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his  argument.  The  decree  had  gone  forth,  and  the  Ethiopian  could  noi 
«^hange  his  skin;  nor  the  Leopard  his  spols.  That  argument  he  would  p^t 
in  opposition  to  all  that  the  learned  gentleman  could  say  in  support  of  the 
natural  equality  of  the  black  man.  Was  it  intended  by  the  framers  of 
the  present  Constitution,  to  put  them  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  white 
citizens  ?  If  it  had  been,  they  would  so  have  declared  it.  But  the  blackj 
had  never  been  considered  as  equal  citizens,  under  this  Constitution. 
They  had  not  been  called  upon  to  do  military  duty,  nor  to  pay  taxes,  ai 
citizens.  Will  then  the  gendeman  try  to  do  what  the  framers  of  the 
Constitution  did  not  do,  and  what  He,  who  has  the  hearts  of  all  men  in 
his  hands,  has  never  done-^-to  put  this  race  on  an  equality  with  the 
whites  ?  The  decree  He  pronounced,  was,  that  Ham  and  his  descendants 
should  be  the  servants  of  servants,  to  their  brethren,  and  be  subject  to  them. 
Does  not  all  history  prove,  that  the  decree  has  been  executed, 'and  that  the 
descendants  of  Ham  cannot  be  raised  above  their  condition,  as  the  ser- 
vants of  servants?  He  knew  that  this  was  not  a  question  as  to  servitude, 
and  he  did  not  intend  to  discuss  it  as  such.;  but,  he  wanted  to  reply  to 
those  learned  gentlemen,  who  think  that  these  blacks  are  superior  to  tliem- 
selves,  and  to  all  the  whitd  race,  as  the  signers  of  this  petition  assumed 
to  be.  He  never  looked  upon  this  race,  witlicut  pity  and  compassioiL 
They  were  God's  creatures.  It  was  His  will  to  continue  them  as,  they 
are,  and  no  man  had  a  right  to  attempt  that,  which  God  had  placed  a  bar- 
rier against.  The  doctrines  and  efforts  of  gendemen  on  ihis  subject,  were 
in  direct  rebellion  against  the  decrees  of  Providence. 

He  objected  also,  to  gentlemen  bringing  this  subject  here,  as  a' fire- 
brand to  produce  an  excilcmenl  in  this  body,  to  embarrass  our  delibera- 
tions, and  to  defeat  the  objects  for  which  we  assembled.  It  would  have 
no  other  effect.  The  claims  of  these  people,  who,  in  their  memorial,  set 
themselves  up  as  superior  to  the  whites  m  their  vicinity,  arc  brought  here 
by  gendemen,  for  the  purpose  of  distracting  our  attention  from  the  subjects 
before  us,  and  defeating  the  reform  which  we  were  assembled  to  make. 
This  would  be  the  effect  of  the  procedure,  if  it  was  tolerated.  He  was 
taken  altogether  by  surprize  with  this  movement,  or  he  could  prove  to 
this  body,  from  incontrovertible  facts,  that  diose  men  were  not  competent  to 
enjoy  equal  rights  with  us,  and  that  the  curse  could  not  be  removed  from 
them  and  their  descendants.  But,  they  had  an  invitation,  in  common 
with  all  nations,  to  embrace  the  Gospel,  and  he  hoped  they  would  profit 
by  it.  God  had  made  them  a  base  race,  and  nothing  could  be  put  into 
our  Constitution  or  laws,  tliat  would  reverse  the  decrees  of  Providence. 
No  attempt  to  be  more  merciful  to  them  than  the  God  of  mercy,  couki 
succeed. 

Mr.  Fuller  hoped,  he  said,  the  petition  would  be  laid  on  the  table,  and 
printed. 

Mr.  Stevens  said,  he  was  opposed  to  any  course  which  would  smother 
the  petition,  and  prevent  its  consideration.  Whether  his  arguments  against 
such  a  course  were  to  be  considered  as  declamation  or  not,  as  tlie  respec- 
table and  logical  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia  had  termed 
them,  he  would  not  now  consider ;  but  as  he  liked  close  reasoning,  he 
would  take  the  gentleman's  very  polished  and  logical  argument  to  piecet, 
and  see^  how  consistent  it  was.  The  gentleman  says,  that  the  cilizeif 
speak  in  the  language  of  command  to  Sieir  representatives,  and  have  na 
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right  to  petition,  nor  ought  ever  to  petition ;  and  that  it  was  only  under  ar- 
bitrary Governments  in  Europe,  where  no  power  is  reserved  to  the  people, 
that  they  can  petition.     The  Bill  of  Rights  says  : 

'*That  the  citizens  have  a  right,  in  a  peaceable  manner  to  assemble 
together  for  their  common  good,  and  to  apply  to  those  entrusted  with  the 
powers  of  Government  for  redress  of  grievance,  or  other  proper  purposes, 
by  petition,  adilress,  or  remonstrance". 

Now,  when  he  says  that  the  people  have  no  right  to  apply  for  a  redress 
of  grievance  by  petition,  and  that  such  a  right  is  a  badge  of  slavery,  does 
'  he  mean  to  say,  that  the  rights  of  the  people  do  not  depend  upon  the  Con- 
stitution? Is  the  Constitution  to  be  considered  as  annulled  and  abrogated, 
and  some  wild  fancies,  which  have  been  brought  to  light  in  certain  letters, 
setup  in  its  place  ?  Is  the  Government  to  be  made  to  depend  on  a  wild  mod- 
ern theory  ?  If  the  Constitution  was  not  the  charter  of  the  rights  of  the 
people,  what  was  it  ?  Did  the  gentleman  intend  to  repudiate  the  ob- 
ligation of  any  written  Constitution?  He  understood  the  gentleman 
very  plainly  to  intimate  further,  that  colored  persons  had  not  tliis  right, 
because  they  were  not  citizens  of  the  Commonwealth.  Taking  this  fur- 
ther position,  that  colored  persons  are:not  citizens,  how  can  he  say  consis- 
tently, with  his  first  position,  that  they  are  not  entitled  to  petition?  If 
they  were  not  citizens,  but  subject  to  the  arbitrary  will  of  the  Government 
— then,  according  to  the  gentleman's  own  theory,  they  had  the  right  of 
petition.  If  the  gentleman's  argument  then,  proved  any  thing,  it  proved 
that  colored  persons  have  a  right  to  petition,  and  that  white  citizens  have 
not. 

[Mr.  Ingersoll  here  explained,  that  he  had  merely  spoken  of  the  peti- 
tionejs  as  persons  calling  themselves  citizens.^ 

The  State  Constitution,  said  Mr.  Stevens,  reserves  tlie  right  of  petition 
to  ^^  citizens  ;^^  and  if  colored  men  are  not  citizens,  then  they  have  the 
right  on  the  further  ground,  which  has  been  assumed  by  the  gentleman, 
that  subjects  may  petition  to  those  who  are  placed  over  them.  Have  the 
blanks  no  right  to  petition,  because  they  are  degraded  and  debased?  And 
is  the  christian  scriptuie  to  be  brought  here  to  prove  that  they  are  not  to 
be  treated  as  human  beings,  because  they  have  been  humbled  and  oppressed? 
He  had  not  expected,  in  a  body  like  this,  composed  of  men  who  were 
thought  fit  to  represent  the  feelings  and  principles  of  a  great,  and  liberal,. and 
humane  Commonwealth,  to  hear  such  sentiments  avowed.  He  did  not  expect 
to  hear  it  contended  here,  that  God  did  not,  out  of  one  clay,  create  all  man- 
kind ;  nor  to  hear  the  Holy  Scriptures  cited  as  an  apology  and  license  for 
oppression.  That  they  are  degraded,  no  niatter  by  whose  acts,  is  a  reason 
why  we  should  receive  their  humble  supplications  in  a  spirit  of  humanity 
and  mercy.  But  when  they  have  been  reduced  to  this  degraded  condition 
by  our  acts,  and  when  they  have  been  prevented  by  us  from  rising  in  the 
scale  of  moral  dignity,  shall  we  turn  upon  them,  and  say — we  have  deba- 
sed you — we  have  decreed  that  you  shall  never  improve  your  condition— 
and  how  dare  you  come  here  with  petitions  to  be  allowed  to  participate  in 
any  of  the  privileges  of  freemen  ?  Are  not  these  men  worthy  of  our  con- 
sideration as  human  beings  ?  He  might  be  told  that  this  was  all  declama- 
tion ;  but  he  trusted,  that  it  would  be  more  acceptable  to  Him  who  heard 
petitions,  than  to  the  slave-holders,  and  the  slave-holder's  advocate.  For 
his  part,  this  declaination,  as'  it  was  called,  he  would  not  exchange  for  the 
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ihousantls  wliich  had  been  made  by  the  advocates  of  slavery.     The  gentle* 
^  nian  said  the  language  of  the  petition  might  be  offensive  to  the  south,  and 

to  tliDse  gentlemen  who  had  been  so  much  honored  and  flattered  by  thf 
southern  slave-holders,  and  they  ought  not  to  be  attacked  when  they  had 
no  opportunity  for  their  defence.  He  never  had  heard  of  a  nabob  or  des- 
pot wlio  lacked  defenders.  In  the  court  of  princes,  there  were  always 
many  subtle  sycophants,  who  were  ready  for  the  defence  of  tlieir  patron, 
even  before  he  was  accused.  There  was  no  danger,  in  his  opinion,  that 
the  slave-holders  would  want  defenders.  Slavery  would  always  have  its 
apologist*^,  and  slave-holders  their  defenders,  even  in  the  very  sanctuary  of 
the  temple  of  freedom. 

Are  we  to  be  told,  sir,  that  we  are  not  to  print  this  memorial,  because  it 
will  be  oiTensive  to  the  South  ?  He  deprecated  this  as  a  servile  and  un- 
worthy motive  of  action.  He  certainly  would  not  encourage  any  thing 
wliioh  interfered  with  the  Constitutional  right  of  the  South  :  he  would,  un- 
der the  ])rovisions  of  the  Constitution,  permit  them  to  claim  their  fugitive 
slaves  in  this  State ;  but  he  would  require  a  strict  conformity  with  the  let- 
ter of  the  Constitution  and  laws :  however  unnatural,  cruel,  and  oppressive 
was  their  demand,  he  would  say  to  the  Shylocks,  take  your  bond,  but 
take  with  it  not  one  drop  of  Christian  blood.  This  he  would  say  to  the 
Shylocks  of  the  South.  He  knew  that  any  freeman  of  the  North  who 
avowed  these  sentiments  in  the  slave-^holding  States,  would  pay  for  them 
with  his  life,  and  this  he  regarded  as  an  illustration  of  the  practices  of  shi- 
very— that  it  debased  all  who  came  within  its  influence :  but  he  trusted  he 
might  still  speak  his  sentiments  here.  Let  those  who  stand  in  fear  of  the 
South  truckle  to  their  debasmg  tyranny.  Sir,  I  would  rather  die  their  vic- 
tim ;  I  would  rather  be  tlie  degraded  subject  of  a  southern  master*  than  to 
be  a  northern  freeman  without  tlie  power  and  the  courage  freely  to  speak 
my  sentiments  on  every  subject.  It  will  be  strange^  indeed,  (said  Mr.  S.) 
if  there  is  any  son  of  Ireland  here,  who,  after  having  obtained  his  own 
emancipation  by  the  abandonment  of  his  country,  wiU  now  take  the  part 
of  the  slave-holder  against  freemen.  How  many  of  the  gallant  sons  of 
Erin  have  left  their  own  country,  because  of  its  oppressions  f  And  shall 
they  come  here  as  the  advocates  of  tyranny  ?  Who  were  the  accursed 
descendants  of  Cain,  and  whether  they  were  black  or  white,  it  was  not  for 
him  to  determine  :  the  domestic  slavery  of  this  country  was  the  most  dis- 
graceful insiitution  that  the  world  had  ever  witnessed,  under  any  form  of 
Government,  in  any  age.  Tliis  might  be  declamation,  but  he  was  proud 
lo  make  use  of  it.  He  wished  that  he  were  the  owner  of  every  southern 
slave,  that  he  might  cast  off  the  shackles  from  their  limbs,  and  witness  the 
rapture  which  would  excite  them  in  the  first  dance  of  their  freedom. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said,  the  question  had  brought  up  a 
discussion,  of  a  very  exciting  character,  and  one  which,  for  many  rea* 
eons,  this  body  ought  to  shun.  He  believed,  in  the  truth  of  the  declarar 
tion,  that  '*  all  men  are  created  equal ;"  but,  they  only  reniained  equal, 
under  an  equality  of  circumstances.  On  more  than  one  occasion,  he  had 
shown  himself  the  colored  man's  friend.  He  was,  for  years,  one  of  ths 
committee  of  the  Pennsylvania  abolition  society,  and  he  was  alwayis  ready 
to  engage,  heart  and  hand,  in  any  proper  and  feasible  project,  for  the  beoe- 
iit  of  the  colored  race.  The  gentleman  from  Adams,  he  presumed,  had 
the  same  object  in  view ;  but,  there  was  a  wide  difference,  between  biia 
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Bnd  that  gentleman,  as  lo  the  means  of  effecting  this  object.     Slavery,  sift 

floes  exist  in  the  United  Stales,  and  not  by  our  acts  or  wishes.     It  was 

brought  amongst  us  by  Great  Britain.     Though  slavery,  and  its  evils,  was 

an  easy  subject  to  descant  upon,  yet,  when  wc  looked  abroad,  upon  our 

land,  we  found,  that  those  who  had  been  emancipated,  had  but  exchanged 

one  bondage  for  another,  and  that,  what  we  could  give  them,  was  but  a 

mere  apology  for  freedom.     Their  situation  was  unfortunate,  and  pitiable, 

wherever  they  weie,  whether  as  slaves,  or  degraded  freemen — here,  or  in 

their  own  benighted  Africa,  from  which  they  are  brought  by  force  or  fraud. 

I  am,  sir,   opposed  to  slavery,  and  as  much  so,  as  the  gentleman  from 

Adams,  or  any  one  else  can  be. 

**  I  would  not  have  a  slave,  to  fan  mo  while  I  sleep, 
**  And  tremble  when  I  wake,  for  all  the  wealth 
"  Of  sinews — bought  with  gold." 

But,  sir,  I  do  not  blame  the  south,  for  what  they  cannot  help.  If  the 
gentleman  from  Adams  was  sincere,  and  he  had  no  doubt  he  was,  in  his 
wishes  to  promote  the  welfare  of  the  slaves,  the  means  which  he,  and  his 
associates — the  immediate  abolitionists,  had  adopted  for  the  purpose,  were 
ill-advised.  Man  was  a  stubborn  animal.  He  would  not  be  kicked,  even 
to  Heaven.  Conviction  is  seldom  effected  by  force ;  but  men  are  gener- 
ally willing  to  do,  of  their  own  accord,  whatever  appears  to  them  right, 
and  reasonable.  The  manner  in  which  the  abolitionists  had  unkertook  their 
enterprize,  had  utterly  defeated  its  object.  It  appeared,  as  a  learned  divine 
in  New  York,  once  remarked,  that  whenever  any  benevolent  design  was 
undertaken,  the  devil  was  always  ready  to  jump  up  behind  the  work,  and 
go  along  with  it.  So  it  had  happened  with  abolition.  Having  been  con- 
verted to  the  purposes  of  a  mad  and  furious  fanaticism,  it  had  done  much 
evil.  But  for  the  modern  abolitionists,  slavery  would  have  been  abolished 
in  Maryland,  before  now.  It  had  been  prevented  by  the  denunciations  of 
slaveholders,  as  tyrants,  man-stcalers,  &c.  Men  never  acted  under  the 
influence  of  abuse  and  menace.  He  believed  that  blacks  were  entitled  to 
vote.  He  had  decided,  as  a  judge  at  an  election,  that  colored  persons  had 
a  right  to  vote,  if  otherwise  qualified.  But,  it  had  been  held,  in  a  case, 
which  would  be  found  in  Kittel's  Re.^orts,  that  they  were  not  '*  citi- 
zens," within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States — not 
having  been  considered  as  citizens,  under  the  local  laws,  existing  before 
the  Constitution  was  framed.  There  was  something  of  courtesy,  due 
from  us  to  our  sister  states,  that  could  be  tendered,  without  incuring  the 
charge  of  craven  submission,  or  of  humbling  ourselves  before  any  throne. 
He  did  not  wish  to  flatter  the  south,  but  he  would  not  denounce  southern 
men,  and  slave-holders,  as  men-stealers.  He  thought  tlie  integrity  of  the 
Union  ought  to  be  preserved,  and,  if  to  endeavor  to  preserve  it,  was  an 
evidence  of  craven  spirit,  then  he  possessed  it.  There  did  appear  to  him, 
to  be  a  morbid  feeling  on  this  subject— one  which  had  been  excited,  and 
countenanced,  both  here  and  elsewhere.  The  excitement  had  been  got 
up  artificially— he  hoped  not  for  a  political  purpose,  but  it  was  evident, 
that  it  was  producing  much  mischief— creating  a  bad  feeling,  between  the 
different  States,  and  postponing,  to  a  late  period,  the  happy  day,  when  the 
country  shall  be  free  from  slavery.  One  part  of  the  pioposition  was,  to 
refer  the  memorial,  and  the  other  to  print  it.  He  would  not  object  to  a 
referenctt,  but  was  opposed  to  the  printing.    But,  he  believed  it  was  the 
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deliberate  determination  of  the  Convention,  to  make  no  change  in  the  Coiw 
stitution,  on  this  subject;  and,  for  himself,  when  the  subject  was  beforflt 
us,  he  voted  among  those,  who  wished  to  confine  the  right  of  suffrage,  to 
the  free  white  citizens  of  th^  State.  But  the  Convention  had  determine<i 
to  pass  over  the  matter,  and  make  no  aheration.  To  print  the  memorial, 
would  serve  no  purpose,  but  to  circulate  inllammatory  ideas.  If  it  was  prin- 
ted, it  would,. no  doubt,  be  hailed  in  the  abolition  papers— which  loaded 
our  tables,  and  were  furnished  us,  without  our  agency,  and  God  knows, 
at  whose  expense — as  a  great  triumph,  and  be  proclaimed  by  the  abolition- 
ists, far  and  near,  that  this  body  was  in  favor  of  their  views. 

Mr.  Ingersoll  hoped  the  question  woiild  be  decided,  and  he  asked  tht 
yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  BiDDLE  said  :  Sir,  I  consider  the  right  of  petitiqning,  a  privilege 
of  great  value,  t>pen  alike  to  the  greatest,  and  the  humhle9t ;  and  none 
will,  {  trust,  be  excluded  from  approaching  this  body— ^^ssembled  for  the 
dischai'ge  of  the  most  important  duties-^in  respectful  language.  I  shall 
vote  for  the  printing  of  the  memorial,  presented'  by  the  free  colpred  citi- 
zens, as  they  call  themselves,  of  Pittsburg.  But,  while  I  'respect  their 
feelings,  and  will  maintain  their.rights,  it  was  with  regret,  that  I  heard  any 
portion  of  the  population  of  this  Union  denounced  as  Southern  tyrants.  We 
are  citizens  of  a  great,  prosperous,  and  happy  republic,  consisting  of  many 
States,  of  diversified  institutions,  in  some  of  which  slavery  exists,  not  bj 
their  voluntary  act,  but  as  a  curse  transmitted  to  them,  from  which  they 
cannot,  at  once,  free  themselves.  Our  liberties  were  achieved  in  a  united 
struggle  by  us  as  a  band  of  brothers,  led  on  by  Washington,- himself  a 
slave-holder,  and  followed  more  closely  or  more  gallantly  by  none,  in  the 
cause  of  freedom,  than  by  southern  men.  •  Our  Union  and  our  cherished 
Constitution,  are  the  result  of  conciliation  and  compromise.  I  trust  that 
no  torch  of  discord  will  be  thrown  by  us  among  any  of  our  sister  republics. 
I  know  no  population  more  gallant,  generous,  or  fonder  lovers  of  freedom, 
than  the  Southrons.  While  I  reprobate,  and  would  never  yield  to  South-, 
em  interference  in  our  domestic  concerns,  I  would  carefully  shun  any 
intrusion  on  their  peculiar  concerns,  and  especially  oi^.  a  question  ci 
immense  magnitude,  and  involving  fearful  consequence^.  My  prayer  is, 
that  our  Union  may  last  long — very  long ;  and  that  no  distracting  topic 
may  tear  asunder  the  brotherhood,  cemented  by  the  blood  of  our  glorioot 
ancestors,  poured  out  in  a  common  cause. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  expressed  himself  entirely  in  favor  of  |he 
right  of  petition ;  and  he  would  go  as  far  as  he  who  went  farthest,  in  sup- 
port of  that  right. .  But  he  did  not  believe  it  would  in  any  degree  detract 
from  the  value  of  the  right  of  petition,  if  we  refused  to  print  this  petition. 
Although  he  had  discovered,  that  in  some  parts  the  language  was  harsh, 
he  would  say  nothing  on  that  point.  Those  Vho  •  came  here  with  their 
.)etitions,  might  speak  in  tlieir  own  language.  But  he  was  the  friend  of 
he.  Africans,'  and.  had  done  more  for  them,  than  some  of  those  who  were 
m  the  practice  of  saying,  that  if  they  held  all  the  slaves,  they  would  give 
them  iheir  freedom.  If  these  gentlemen  were  to  follow  out  those  princi- 
ples, and  were  able  to  adopt  that  course  of  action,  it  would  be  pixxluctfre 
of  evils  of  the  most  terrible  importance  to  that  unfortunate  race.  It  would 
be  the  destruction  of  this  people,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  if  you 
attempted  to  give  them  political  equality,  and  guarantee  to  them  the  ligtit^ 


^. 
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'^F  citizens ;  and  if  yon  give  them  that  equality,  you  must  guarantee  it,  la 
Philadelphia,  it  would  be  fatal  to  their  peace,  and  destractive  to  their  lives* 
We  must  look  at  the  structure  of  society,  and  contemplate  man  with  his 
prejudices  and  passions,  and  move  with  a  becoming  caution.  He  would 
risk  his  life  and  property  to  defend  those  people  in  the  possession  of  their 
proper  rights,  to  elevate  them  in  character,  and  to  bring  them  up  at  some 
future  day,  to  that  position  which  gentlemen  wished  them  to  occupy.— > 
Probably,  whenever  that  time  should  come  that  the  efforts  of  a  certain 
party  would  be  crowned  with  success,  the  West  India  islands  may  pass 
into  the  hands  of  this  race.  Then  the  practical  effect  of  these  efforts  would 
be  seen,  and  it  would  be  determined  if  these  persons  can  ever  rise  to  the 
elevation  of  civilized  man.  He  would  not  attempt  to  injure  their  prospects, 
by  hastening,  unwisely,  the  period  which  might  arrive,  if  their  advocates 
-were  not  too  precipitate.  The  gentleman  from  Adams  (Mr.  Stevens)  de- 
signates this  people,  **  degraded  beings".  They  say  they  are  not  so. 
Mr.  Stevens  explained,  and  stated  that  such  was  not  his  lan^age* 
Mr.  Brown  said,  that  the  gentleman  from  Adams  had  stated  that  there 
was  no  protection  for  them — **  that  the  slaves  of  the  south  were  not  pro- 
tected by  law,  but  held  their  life  at  the  will  of  their  masters".  This 
evinced  an  ignorance  of  the  existing  state  of  facts.  The  law  in  the  south 
IS  as  tenacious  of  the  life  of  the  slave,  as  of  any  other  individual.  Every 
lenity  is  shown  to  them  by  the  courts,  and  he  had  been  frequendy  sur- 
prised to  see  the  decisions  in  their  favor.  Let  any  gentleman  call  to  mind 
the  decision  of  the  will  of  Mr.  Randolph,  and  the  talent  which  was  called 
forth  in  the  argument  in  that  case.  It  has  always  been  seen  that  the  sons 
of  Virginia  have  been  forward  to  defend  the  rights  and  the  interests  of  the 
slaves.  Many  would  willingly  give  up  their  slaves,  if  there  were  any  to 
pay  the  cost  of  transporting^  them  to  Africa.  The  gentleman  from  Adams 
had  it  in  his  power  to  transport  many.  When  it  required  only  fifty  dol* 
lars  to  transport  a  slave  back  to  his  own  country,  genUemen  who  talked  so 
loudly  of  tlieir  regard  for  the  rights  of  ihe  slave,  could  do  much  to  put  him 
in  possession  of  all  the  rights  which  man  could  enjoy.  These  attacks  on 
the  south,  were  all  the  result  of  a  mock  philanthropy.  The  gentleman 
from  Adams  would  rejoice  to  see  the  immediate  abolition  of  slavery ;  he^ 
would  rejoice  to  set  them  free,  and  to  witness  their  first  dance  of  freedom.. 
Instead  of  witnessing  their  first  dance  of  freedom,  ihe  gentleman  wcMild 
have  to  witness  their  dance  of  death.  He  had  mixed  with  the  slaves-  o£ 
the  south,  and  had  eaten  with  them,  and  he  would  say,  that  a  liappier^ 
population  than  the  slaves  of  Virginia,  was  not  to  be  found  any  where ;; 
^ind  ftr  moral  worth,  there  were  few  of  any  popu'ation  superior  tD  them^ 
They  are  far  above  the  negroes  of  Pennsylvania,  us  he  was  convinced  fronv 
the  knowledge  he  had  of  the  colored  population  of  both  these  States.  Her 
would  go  still  further.  The  owners  of  the  slaves  in  Virginia».hayea.feel» 
ing  for  their  slaves  akin  to  that  which  they  have  for  their  children  and. their 
brothers.  Some  of  them  were  nursed  at  the  same  breast  oC  the  slave^.had; 
played  together  in  infancy,  been  sharers  of  each  other's  joy&and  sormws^ 
had  grown  to  maturity  together,  and  in  such  circumstances,  he^ would  not 
deserve  the  name  of  man,  who  could  treat  the  slave  witfi  <aradlty«  These* 
strong  ties  and  attachments  extended  to  the  families.  oC  the  slaves — andi 
their  wives  and  childien  were  regarded  with  the  sam^  tendernest*.  AIL 
tht  cry  about  the  misery  of  their  condition,  their  bulgiest  aod^un^rotftctti^ 
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state,  and'the  soul-hairowin^  hardship*  to  which  they  are  subjected— w 
a  false  cry,  raised  to  set  in  motion  the  sickly  sensibilities  of  benevolent, 
but  weak  and  credulous  individuals.     In  comparison  with  the  condition  of 
the  free  negro,  the  state  of  the  slave  was  enviable.     While  the  freeman  had 
to  traverse  the  country  like  an  outcast,  to  pick  up  a  scanty  and  uncertain 
subsistence  where  he  might,  with  no  human  being  to  take  an   interest  io 
his  welfare— the  slave  wasfree  from  care,  his  own  wants  and  those  of  his 
family  provided  for,  and  in  the  time  of  sickness,  medical  aid  called  in  to  re 
lieve  them,  nursed,  cherished,  clothed  and  protected,  possessing  and  en- 
joying all  the  necessaries  and  comforts  of  life.     He  was  no  advocate  ot 
slavery.     He  would  be  glad  to  see  the  evil,  for  he  considered  it  one  to  the 
country,  removed  from  us.     He  desired  that  all  mankind  should  be  free : 
but  he  must  be  satisfied,  before  he  gave  his  sanction  to  the  experiment  of 
abolishing  slavery,  that  it  would  be  productive  of  happiness  to  those  for 
whose  benefit  the  experimont  was  professedly  to  be  made.     He  would  not 
consent  to  take  the  unfledged  bird  from  the  nest,  and    cast  it  out  to  the 
bleak  atmosphere  to  freeze.     He  would  not  take  the  poor  animals,  which 
had  borne  him  fiom  place  to  place,  and  turn  them  forth  in  the  inclement 
winter,  where  no  food  could  be  picked  up,  and  where,  like  the  horses  in 
the  Peninsular  war,  they  might  be  compelled  to  devour  each  other.    For 
rational  liberty,  he  would  go  as  far  as  any  one.     We  must  fit  the  negroes 
to  be  free,  and  prepare  the  country  for  their  freedom,  before  any  attempt 
should  be  made  to  emancipate  them  ;  and  any  attempt  to  excite  the  nngry 
feelings  of  any  portion  of  the  people  against  gradual  improvement^  would 
be  inimical  to  the  ultimate  success  of  those  who  pretended  to  be  their  ad 
vocates ;  and  he  warned  them  to  beware  of  the  dangers  that  their  rashness 
and  mistaken  zeal  might  bring  upon  this  unfortunate  race  of  people.    Vic 
must  make  them  fit  for  the  enjoyment  of  liberty,  before  we  set  them  free, 
and  turn  them  loose,  like  the  wild  horses,  to  prey  upon  and  destroy  one 
another.     The  wild  and  visionary  scheme  of  the  abolitionists,  has  thrown 
the  negroes  back  fifty  years,  ana  has  had  the  efiect  to  rivet  their  chains 
more  firmly  than  ever.     The  slaves  of  the  south  have  been  more  oppress- 
ed in  consequence  of  the  efforts  of  the  abolitionists^  witbin  the  last  Dve 
years,  than  they  can  receive  benefit  from  the  hands  of  the  philanthropist, 
in  the  next  half  century.     He  was  desirous  of  seeing  this  class  of  per^ns 
enjoying  their  tiberly,  but  they  nmst  first  be  made  fit  for  freemen;  anJ 
when  that  was  done,  he  would  go  as  far  as  any  one  in  proper  measures  for 
sObtaining  their  freedom.  ^ 

Mr.  HoPKiNsoN  should  vote  against  the  printing  uf  the  petition,  berause 
lie  wished  it  to  take  the  ordinary  course  of  all  other  petitions  in  this  Con- 
'veniion.  There  have  been  petitions  presented  here  day  after  day,  wiihoot 
1}eing  printed,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  we  should  depart  from  the 
'Ususd  course  in  relation  to  this  petjtion.  It  is  true,  that  among  the  nume- 
rous petitions  presented  here,  two  have  been  erdefp.d  to  be  printed,  upon  a 
'SpeciflA  motion;  but*  on  this  question,  he  did  toot  desire  to  see  any  special 
motion  made.  He  was  not  in  favor  of  including  this  among  those  of  the 
favored  lones. 

Mr.  Dickey  should  v^te  far  the  printing  of  this  petition,  becaHseihepe* 
iitioners  hadas  good  a  righjt  to^kave  their  petition  printed  as  any  other  person: 
and  we  k&ve  printed  the  petition  of  other  citizens  of  this  Commonwealth, 
frhich  hatve  been  presented  here,,  on  special  aDtion*    A  motion  has  beea. 
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made  to  print  this  petition*  and  he  should  vote  for  it,,  tieoaase  these  peti- 
tioners believe  themselves  about  to  be  depiived  of  a  right  which  they 
have  enjoyed  under  the  Constitution  of  1790.    Under  tlut  Constitution 
they  have  enjoyed  the  right  of  suffrage,  and  they  are  apprehensive  that 
an  attempt  may  be  made  to  deprive  them  of  that  right  here,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  this,  they  have  sent  in  their  remonstrance  against  it.     Foi  him- 
self, he  considered  that  the  action  of  the  Convention  upon  this  subject, 
had  settled  the  question.     When  the  proposition  was  submited  by  the 
gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  to  insert  the  words  ''free  white* \  in  the 
eection  in  relation  to  the  right  of  suffrage,  it  was  rejected,  by  a  majority 
of  the  Convention,  and  he  believed  that  that  vote  decided  that  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Constitution  of  1790  should  remain  unaltered*  and  that  no 
amendment  on   that  subject   should    be  submited  to  the  people.     He 
would  print  the  petition,  because  the  petitioners  had  as  much  right  to  be 
heard  as  any  other  persons,  if  they  were  not  as  white.     He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  there  was  any  disposition  in  the  Convention  to  disturb  the  Con- 
stitution in  this  particular,  but  these  persons  feeling  a  deep  interest  in  the 
Constitution,  and  hearing  that  a  proposition  of  the  kind  alluded  to  had  been 
introduced,  they  considered  it  to  be  their  right  and  th^ir  duty  to  remon- 
strate against  it,  for  this  reason,  he  would  treat  their  petition  with  all  due 
respect.     Much  has  been  said  here  about  exciting  the  fears  of  the  South, 
and  that  we  ought  not  to  discuss  subjects  calculated  to  raise  their  fears 
and  alarm  them,   about  a  certain  description  of  property.     He  did  not 
heiieve  there  was  a  man  on  this  floor  who  wished  to  disturb  a  single 
right  which  was  guaranteed  by  the  Constitution ;  and  those  much  abused 
people  in  the  North,  and  much  despised  people  in  the  South— *the  aboli- 
tionists— when  their  principles  are  understood  as  they  ought  to  be  under- 
jitood,  will  be  found  as  true  friends  to  the  ConstitnUon  as  any  other  of  the 
-citizens  of  this  Unioni^    They  do  not  ask  you  to  interfere  with  a  siuj^le 
right  guaranteed  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.     They  are  as 
ardently  attached  to  the  Constitution  and  to  the  Union,  as  any  other  class 
of  persons,  whether  they  reside  in  the  sunny  plains  of  the  South,  or  the 
frozen  hills  of  the  North.     They  do  not  ask  a  violation  of  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Constitution,  in  carrying  out  the  principles  of  the  imme- 
diate abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade.     In  all  thelc  principles 
which  they  have  laid  down  in  their  petitions  to  Congress,  and  in  their 
publications  on  the  subject,  they  do  not  claim  the  right  ofabrogating  the 
solemn  compact  entered  into  by  the  different  States  of  this  Union.   They 
do  not  hold  that  Congress  hiis  any  right  to  abolish  slavery, in  the  Southern 
States,  but  they  do  hold  that  it  has  the  right  to  abolish  it  in  the  District 
of  Columbia;   and  he  believe  I  with  them.     Farikec,  \he  abolitionists:' 
believe  it  to  be  a  duty  enjoined  on  a!l  men,  to  lot  the  enslaved  go  free>. 
and  to  use  every  proper  exertion  within  their  power  to  give  liberty  to. 
those  in  bondage ;  and  all  they  expect  and  desire,  by  their  efforts,,  is  to 
leach  the  conscience  of  the  slave  holder ;  anfl,,  when  his  conscience  iss 
leached,  they  have  no  apprehension  but  he  w.ill  liberate  his  slaves-  and 
give  them  that  freedom  to  which  every  human  being  ivi  this  country  is 
entitle  J.     The  abolitionists  do  not  meai>  ^t  some  twj  ajKi  a  half  millions 
of  the  slaves  of  the  South  shall  be  turned*  loose  to  out  each  others'  throats, 
er  to  cut  the  throats,  of  the  white  population.    They  are  the  friends  of 
I^HC  and.  ^ood  order.,,  ^nd  it  is  nfi^,  t^e  deam  to  t}}jca  loose  an  iiifjiri^ti^; 
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multitade  to  destroy  each  other,  and  break  up  society.    When  their  ioe^ 
trine  is  properly  understood,  it  will  be  found,  that  by  abolition,  they  neui 
nothing  more  than  that  the  slave  should  become  the  recipient  of  the  wajes 
of  his  labor,  upon  the  same  jprinciple  which  gOTems  the  freemen  of 
Pennsylvania.     The  services  of  these  men  of  color  may  be  of  importuce 
to  the  people  of  this  country,  as  they  have  heretofore  been,  and  gentlemen 
should  treat  them,  and  their  petitions,  with  more  respect.  There  has  been 
a  time  and  a  place,  and  a  very  important  time,  and  a  very  important  place, 
when  the  men  of  color  were  called  upon  to  fight  the  battles  of  this  coqd- 
try,  in  defence  of  the  liberties  of  the  country,  and  the  liberties  of  tht 
slaveholders,  who  were  holding  their  brethren  in  bondage.     Let  gentlt' 
men  refer  to  the  proclamation  of  General  Jackson,  in  LoQisiana,  before 
the  batde  of  New  Orleans,  and  they  will  see  that  the  people  of  color  ot 
that  place  were  called  into  the  service  of  the  country,  and  performed  im- 
portant services  at  that  time,  and  that  they  received  the  thanks  of  their 
General  on  their  dismissal,  for  the  faithful  manner  with  which  they  per- 
formed their  duties. 

[Mr.  D.  here  read  the  proclamation  of  General  Jackson,  calling  into 
the  service  the  free  citizens  of  color  of  Louisiana,  together  with  the  order, 
discharging  them,  after  their  term  of  service  had  expired.]] 

That  battalion  had,  afterwards,  the  honor  of  being  at  New  Orleans, 
where  it  fought  with  great  gallantry  for  that  very  liberty  which  the  slaie- 
holder  enjoys,  whilst  he  keeps  his  fellow  man  in  bondage.  It  was  a  fact 
recorded  in  history,  that  the  first  blood  which  was  shed  at  Bunker's  Hill, 
was  that  of  a  man  of  color.  And  now,  when  a  memorial  was  presented 
here  from  people  of  color,  asking  that  their  rights  might  not  be  disturbed, 
it  was  to  be  treated  as  if  not  entitled  to  respect. 

Mr.  M'Cahen,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  he  had  differed  from  some  of  his 
colleagues  as  to  the  vote  he  should  now  give.  He  intended  to  vote  for  the 
printing,  and  against  the  reference.  He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
people  to  it,  and  when  it  should  have  been  well  understood^  he  wanted  ii 
fairly  and  properly  met.  At  that  time,  he  should  give  his  views  freely, 
and  at  large.  He  would,  as  he  had  already  intimated,  vote  for  the  printing, 
because  then  we  should  hear,  before  long,  the  opinions  of  the  people  on 
this  important  subject. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  referiug  the  memorial,  and  decidsd— 
yeas  16,  nays  85^as  follows  : 

Yxi»— Messrs.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Grain,  Dickerson,  Fry,  Helffenstem,  In^nvU 
Kennedy,  Martin,  Miller,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Read,  Riter,  Sellers,  Schcetx,  Smvth 
AJtairigere— 16. 

KiTfl^Messrs.  Agnew,  Ajres,  Baldwin,  Banks,  BaradoUar,  Bamitz,  Bayne,  Bedford, 
Bell,  Biddle.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Carey,  Chambers,  Chandler,  of  Philadel- 
phia, CiHaoncey,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cnim,  ConniB, 
Cunniogl'-^ani,  Curll,  Darlington,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dil linger,  Donnell,  Doru, 
Dunlop,  Eavle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Forward,  Fuller,  Gamble,Gearhart,  Gilnore,  Greadl, 
kanis,  Hast/vg',  Hayhurst,  Hie8ter,High,Hopkin0on,Houpt,  Hyde,  Jenks,  Keim.  Kerr, 
Xonigmaehcr,  JKrebs,  Long,  Maclay,  M'Cahen,  M'Call,  M'Sherry,  Meredith,  MerrilL 
Merkel,  Montgotnery,  Nevin,  Overfield,  Penny  packer.  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Par- 
▼iaooa,  Rdgart,  hotter,  Rogen,  Russell,  Saeger,  Scott,  Serrill,  bhellito,  Sill,  Mtalj, 
liteveoa,  flcickaI,Ta^gart,  Thomas,  Todd,  Sergcuul,  Pretidcnt — 85. 

Mr.  DuiTLOP,  of  Franklin,  moved  that  the  Convention  adjourn,  but  afier* 
wsfds  withdrew  the  motion. 
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Mr.  BmrLKR,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  that  he  would  vote  against  printiog 
the  memorial,  because  it  was  not  respectful  in  its  language.  He  would  do 
so  if  it  came  from  whites. 

The  question  recuring  on  printing  the  memorial,  Mr.  Keim  asked  for 
the  yeas  and  nays ;  and, 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided — ^yeas  56,  nays  45— as  fol- 
lows : 

YsAt — Measra.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Baldwin,  BamdoUar,  Barnitz,  Bayne,  Biddle,  Carey, 
Chambera,  Lhandlar,  of  Philadelphia,  Chauncey,  Claike,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin, 
Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cunningham,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dicker- 
son,  Dunlop,  Farrelly,  Forward,  Fuller,  Gilmore,  Helffenstein,  Hieater.  Jenks,  Kerr, 
Konigmacher,  Long,  Maclay,  M'Cahen,  M'Call,  M*Sherry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Merkel, 
Montgomery,  Pcnnypacker,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Purviance,  Roigart,  Ritter, 
Saeger,  Scott,  Semll,  Sill,  Snively,  Stevens,  Thomas,  Todd,  Young,  Sergeant,  Pre*i- 

Nats — Messrs.  Banks,  Bedford,  Bell,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Crain,  Crum, 
Cummin,  Curll,  Darrah,  Dillinger,  Donnell,  Doran,  Fleming,  Fry,  Gamble,  dearhart, 
Grenell,  Harris,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  High,  Hopkinson,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Ingerioll,  Keim, 
Kennedy,  Krebs,  Martin,  Miller,  Nevin,  Overfield,  Porter,  of  Nortliampton,  Read,  Riter, 
Rogers,  Russell,  Sellers,  Scheetz,  Shellito,  Smyth,  Sterigere,  Stickel,  Taggart — 45. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  the  Convention  adjourned. 


MONDAY,  July  10,  1837. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Chester,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of 
Chester  county,  praying  that  the  Constitution  may  be  so  amended,  as 
that  the  right  of  the  trial  by  jury  may  be  extended  to  every  human  being. 

Mr.  Serrill,  of  Delaware,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Dela- 
ware county,  similar  in  its  prayer. 

Mr.  M'Clay,  of  Mifflin,  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Mifflin 
«ounty,  similar  in  its  prayer. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams^  presented  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Phila- 
delphia county,  similar  in  its  prayer. 

These  petitions  were  severally  refered  to  the  committee  on  the  ninth  ar- 
ticle of  the  constitution. 

JUDICIAL  TENURE. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  submited  the  following  resolution  : 

«  WHsasAS,  the  question  of  Judicial  tenure  is  one  in  which  the  people  of  this  Com- 
monwealth feel  a  deep  interest,  and  it  is  of  the  highest  importance  that  this  Conventtoa 
should  express  its  opinion  upon  the  subject,  before  it  adjourns :  it  is  therefore 

**  liesolvedf  That  the  officesof  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  ought  to  be  limited  * 
te  a  term  of  years. 

**  Jieiolved,  That  the  offices  of  the  Judges  of  the  several  Courts  of  Common  Pleai, 
District  Courts,  Orphans'  Courts,  and  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  and  Oyer  and  Terminer, 
ought  to  be  limited  to  a  term  of  years'*. 

Mr.  Fuller  moved  that  the  resolutions  be  now  considered/and  read  a 
second  time. 


7M  piftobEEbiN^s  kfft  tttkrt^'. 

Mr.  Batns,  of  Allegheny,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nay Sf  and  they  #A 

Ordered  accordingly. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion,  and  decided — ^yeats  71, 
nays  42 — as  follows  : 

Yiii — Mciira.  Agnew,  Ayrei.  Banks,  Barclay*  Baradollar,  Bedford,  Brown^  if 
Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Clapp,  Clarke,  of  Beav^,  Clarke,  of  f> 
diana,  Cleavinger,  Grain,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darrah,  Didtey,  DickeraoD,  DilUnger,  liodofft 
Doran,  £arle,  Farrelly,  Fleming,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearbart,  Gilmore,  €riendi, 
Hastings,  Hayhurst,  Helffenstein,  Hiest^r,  High,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Ingenoll,  KeuB,  Ka- 
nedy,  Kerr,  Krebs,  Magee,  M'Cahen,  M^Call,  Merkel,  Miller,  MontgoiDery,  Nerii, 
Overfield,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purviance,  Read,  Riter,  RitCer,  Rogers 
Saeger,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Scheet2,  Shellito,  Smyth,  Snirely,  Stickd,  Swetland,  Taggiit, 
Weaver,  White,  Young— 71. 

Nats — Messrs.  Baldwin,  Bamitz,  Bayne,  Bell,  Biddle.  Carey,  Cbambers;  Chandler, 
of  Chester,  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  Chauncey,  Cline,  Cochran,  Cope,  Craig,  Cram, 
Cunningham,  Darlington,  l)entay,  Biinlop,  Forward,  Hanis,  Hopkimon,  Jenks,  Koo^- 
macher,Long,  Maclay,  M'Skeny,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Penny  packer.  Porter,  of  Lancsster^ 
Reigart,  Russell,  Scott,  Serrill,  Sill,  Steiigere,  Stevens,' Thonas,  TudJ,  Weidmui, 
Sergeant,  Prendent — i% 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  rtioved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  stri- 
king out  all  after  thfe  word  '♦  the'*  in  the  first  line  of  the  first  resolutioD, 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  as  follows,  viz:  "Convention  will  proceed 
to  consider,  in  commiltee  of  the  whole,  the  report  on  so  much  of  the  fifth 
article  of  the  Constitution,  as  relates  to  the  tenure  of  Judicial  officers,  and 
that  so  much  of  the  report  as  relates  to  sections  second  and  fonrth  of  that 
article,  be  the  first  order  of  the  day,  until  they  shall  be  gone  through". 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment, 

Mr.  Fuller  said,  this  resolution  required  but  little  explanation,    lie 
called  the  attention  of  the  Contention  to  the  fact,  that  the  subject  embraced 
in  his  resolution,  had  been  frequently  admited  to  be  one  of  great  impor- 
tance,   and  it  involved  a  question — a  decision  upon  which   the  people 
loudly   called  for.     He  hoped  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman   from 
Northampton  would  not  be  agreed  to.     It  would  not  be  practicable  to  go 
through  the  fifth  article,  if  it  were  to  be  taken  up  in  committee  of  the 
whole,  and  if  we  were  to  go  into  committee,  we  could  not  get  any  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  this  question.     The  people  want  an  expression  of 
the  sense  of  the  Convention,  whether  life  officers  are  to  be  continued,  or 
whether  the  tenure  of  a  limited  term  of  years  is  to  be  substituted.     There 
was  now  no  way  left  to  test  the  opinion  of  the  Convention  on  this  point 
before  the  adjournment,  except  by  resolotion,  and  every  one  would  agree  that 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  would  not  produce  any  decision.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  either  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  would  withdraw  the 
amendment,  or  that  it  would  be  voted  down.     He  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
people  of  this  Commonwealth^  after  our  session  of  ten  weeks,  would  not 
be  satisfied  with  what  had  been  done ;  for,  although  they  might  be  satis- 
fied with  such  amendments  as  had  been  passed,  they  would  expect  a  deci* 
sion  on  this  question,  and  no  way  which  woukl  so  efiectually  test  the 
sense  of  the  Convention  as  this,  had  suggested  itself  to  him.     There  wa- 
only  one  other  important  decision  on  which  the  people  felt  a  great  interests 
and  that  was  concerning  some  restrictions  in  the  Legblature,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  corporations. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  had  voted  to  take  up  the  resolution  for  conside- 
ration, because  the  people  expect  a  decision  on  the  subject.     When  the 
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^XJon^ention  should  htVd  ^  thtcmrhlhe  fifUi^MicWiil'oomiiii^ 

'  "whole  tsnd  settled  the  question  of  Judicial  tenure,  they  would  have  accom* 
pluihed  all  wlAch  the  ;t>eoplle  had  sent  them  here  for.  We  had  passed 
several  ainendM^nts  in  comnnttee  of  Uie  whole,  and  this  Would  finish  all 
that  the  people  reqtflred,  because,  as  had  been  formerly  said  by  gentlemen, 
the  amendments  required  by  the  people  ate  few  and  simple.  He  would 
cSOTer  the  follow inc^  proposition,  to  be  added  to  the  amendment  x)f  the  gen- 
tleman from  Northampton : 

'*  And  that  so  much  of  the  resoltrtion  relative  to  adjournment,  passed  on 
the  7th  instant,  as  fixes  the  time  of  adjournment  on  the  14th  instant,  and 

'  the  time  of  meeting  on  the  Itth  of  October  next,  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby  rescinded^'. 

Mr.  Earlib,  ofPhiladelphiay'askedif  the  amendment  of  the  gendeman 

1^  from  Northampton  was  out  of  ordir. 

TheChAiR  decided  that  it  was  in  order* 

Mr.  Port£r  stated,  that  he  had  offered  the  amendment,  because  there 
was  no  othei  way  of  getting  at  the  point.  If,  indeed,  the  resoluUon  were 
disposed  of  by  a  negative  vote,  it  would  settle  something;  but,  if  it  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  it  would  be  nothins:  more  than  the  assertion  of 
an  abstract  principle.  Nothing  would  be  gained  in  the  form  of  practical 
result — no  amendment  would  be  engrafted  on  the  Coitstitation,  making  such 
limitation,  in  the  Judicial  tenure  as  the  people  require.  If  we  are  to  go 
to  work  at  all,  let  us  proceed,  so  that  our  constituents  may  know  what  we 
are  about.  Now,  by  going  into  (he  consideration  of  this  resolution,  after 
spending  all  the  residue  of  the  session  upon  it,  nothing  could  be  settled  by 
it,  except  negatively.  XV e  should  not  say,  even  if  the  action  on  the  reso- 
lution should  be  affirmative,  what  the  term  of  the  Judicial  tenure  should 
be.     Another  objection  was,  that  the  resolution  refered  to  all  the  Judicial 

'  officers,  and  the  Convention  had  already  passed  on  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  It  would  be  taking  up  the  time  of  the  Convention  for  nothing, 
unless  we  go  into  committee  of  the  whole,  and  fix  the  particular  tenure, 
and  thus  produce  a  practical  result  which  may  be  laid  before  the  people, 
in  order  that  they  may  know  what  is  our  opinion,  and  decide  whether  the 
terms  we  may  agree  upon,  are  such  as  meet  their  approbation. 

Mr.  IhcKET  said  he  was  satisfied,  When  he  offered  his  amendment  to 
the  amendment,  that  we  could  not  go  through  the  subject,  so  as  to  come 
to  any  decision  which  would  meet  the  expectations  of  the  people,  there- 
fore, he  had  desired  to  rescind  the  resolution  fixing  the  day  of  adjoum- 
Inent.  There  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not  do  this,  and  go  on  with 
the  business  before  us,  at  present.  Most  of  the  members  of  the  Convene 
'tion  were  here  in  attendance,  in  good  health.  Before  the  first  of  August 
'we  should  have  time  to  pass  on  this  subject,  and  then  we  should  have 
passed  on  all  the  amendments  which  have  been  called  for  by  the  peopley 
so  as  to  place  the  whole  before  the  people  at  the  next  October  elections^ 
There  would  be  ample  time  for  the  discussion  of  the  fifth  article,  and  to 
finish  the  business  before  we  adjourned.  He  hoped,  thefefore,  that  the 
resolution  would  be  rescinded. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  and  also  to  the  amendment  itself.  He  considered  the  ac^ 
tion  of  the  Convention  settled  as  to  the  question  of  adjournment.  Thai 
had  been  definitively  agreed  to,  therefoiet  the  views  of  the  genfleman^firom 
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Northampton  could  not  be  carried  out.  The  progress  of  the  Conreotioif 
must  be  slow*  Besides  the  subject  of  the  Judiciary  tenure,  there  was  that 
of  the  appointing  power,  whether  it  should  be  vested  in  the  Governor,  or 
in  some  other  depository — the  mode  in  which  the  Canal  Commissioners, 
and  the  board  of  Public  Works  should  be  created — the  subject  of  tKe 
Public  Debt,  and  that  of  Corporations,  which  would  have  to  be  discussed 
at  some  length ;  and,  the  gentleman  from  Adams  had  pledged  himself  to 
bring  forward  his  motion  concerning  Secret  Societies.  There  were,  con- 
sequently, many  important  subjects  which  it  would  be  better  for  the  Con- 
▼ention  to  settle,  than  any  other  body,  as  it  would  restore  harmony  amoog 
the  people.  And,  to  expect  that  all  this  mass  of  business  could  be  dis- 
posed of  in  three  weeks,  was  to  expect  more  than  could  be  accomplished. 
It  was  possible  that  we  might  get  through  the  sixth  article  before  we  ad- 
journ, now  that  the  day  of  adjournment  is  fixed.  As  to  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  he  would  only  say,  that  he  had  not  3 
doubt,  that  on  the  question  of  the  limitation  of  the  tenure  of  the  Judiciar>> 
every  member  was  prepared  to  give  his  views,  and  a  majority  of  the  Con- 
yention  had  made  up  their  minds  in  favor  of  the  principle  of  a  limited 
tenure.  In  reference  to  the  general  principle,  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  sense  of  the  Convention,  although,  in  reference  to  the  pre- 
cise term  of  limitation,  tliere  would,  of  course,  be  differences  of  opinion. 
When  we  shall  have  fixed  the  abstract  principle,  gentlemen  will  go  home 
and  turn  their  minds  to  the  subject,  and  will  c^me  back  prepared  to  carr)' 
out  their  reflections  to  results.  All  the  varying  opinions  concerning  the 
number  of  Judges,  and  the  application  of  the  principle  to  the  different 
branches  of  the  Judiciary,  which  shall  be  the  limitation  of  the  tenure  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  of  the  inferior  courts  only,  can  be  settled  when 
gentlemen  return.  The  proposition  has  nothing  to  do  witli  the  Justices 
of  the  Peace,  as  the  gentleman  from  Northampton  had  supposed.  He 
hoped  the  Convention  would,  at  once,  act  on  the  resolutions,  and  there 
would  be  time  enough  hereafter  to  express  our  views  fully  on  the  subject. 
He  did  not  feel  anxious  to  give  his  opinions,  but  if  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee  of  the  Judiciary,  or  any  other  gentleman  desired  to  give  their 
opinions,  he  would  gladly  listen  to  them.  But,  he  hoped  the  Convention 
would  not  consent  to  go  into  committee  of  the  whole,  and  enter  into  the 
consideration  of  the  question  in  all  its  minute  details. 

Mr.  HoPKiNSON  remarked,  that  when  the  Convention  settled  on  Friday, 
that  they  could  adjourn  on  the  14th,  they  were  engaged  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  sixth  article,  in  which  there  were  many  more  provisions  yet  to 
be  deliberated  and  passed  upon.  It  was  the  expectation  that  the  Conren- 
tion  would  proceed  with  this  article,  as  it  had  pioceeded  in  relation  to  all 
the  other  articles  which  had  been  tsdien  up,  that  is,  that  it  would  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  when  it  had  been  gone  through, 
that  it  would  be  laid  on  the  table  for  its  second  reading,  when  the  others 
should  be  taken  up  to  be  read  a  second  time.  A  proposition  was  made  to 
take  up  the  fifth  article,  and  the  answer  was,  <*  Why  should  we  break  off 
this  article  to  take  up  new  business".  It  was  then  repassed  by  a  vote,  in 
which  the  ayes  and  noes  were  called,  to  go  into  the  consideration  of  the 
fifUi  article.  When  there  was  time,  therefore,  to  take  up  the  subject  of 
the  Judiciary,  and  to  go  calmly  and  deliberately  into  its  examination,  the 
Convention  solemnly  refused  to  do  so.    It  is  now  proposed  to  settle  the 
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principle  of  the  Jadieial  tenure,  although  it  had  been  previously  agreed 
that  the  sixth  article  should  be  disposed  of  before  the  finh  should  be  taken 
up.  Under  that  solemn  decision  of  the  Convention,  members,  myself  for 
one,  had  a  right  to  believe  that  the  Convention,  acting  with  some  regard 
to  consistency,  would  desire  to  sustain  their  own  solemn  determination, 
and  would  not  have  required  now  that  the  sixth  article  should  be  aban- 
doned, and  that  the  important  principles  contained  in  the  fifth  article  should 
be  suddenly  taken  up  and  disposed  of.  He  objected  strongly  against  the 
dangerous  tendency  of  such  action.  Before  the  Convention  was  prepared 
to  go  into  the  discussion  of  the  fifth  article,  the  gendeman  from  Fayette, 
who  had  himself  refused  to  go  into  that  subjecU  had  brought  forward  a 
proposition  covering  the  whole  ground  of  the  Judiciary  question.  Had 
any  thing  like  this  ever  before  happened  ?  There  had  been  nothing  like 
it  in  any  deliberative  body.  In  relation  to  the  Judicial  tenure  of  office,  in  a 
proposition  involved  in  the  fifth  article,  before  members  can  know  how  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  that  article,  on  a  sudden,  without  notice  or  prepara- 
tion, the  whole  subject  is  sprung  upon  the  Convention,  and  they  are  re- 
quired to  commit  themselves  on  the  abstract  principle.  The  gentleman 
from  Northampton  had  properly  said,  there  could  be  no  practical  results 
from  such  a  course.  The  article  would  have  to  be  discussed.  How  can 
it  be  otherwise  ?  And  how  can  any  gentleman  discuss  the  question  with 
freedom  when  he  shall  bind  himself  to  decide  in  a  particular  manner?  It 
was  a  course  of  action  dangerous  and  destructive.  lie  was  opposed  to  tlie 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  not  because  he  objected 
to  it  in  principle,  but  he  thought  it  was  not  now  the  proper  time  to  go  into 
the  subject,  to  take  it  up  and  discuss  it,  when  it  must  be  discussed  suddenly 
and  without  due  deliberation.  He  had  seen  no  change  of  opinion  in  the 
Convention  since  they  had  determined  not  to  take  up  the  fifth  article.  On 
Saturday,  the  day  was  spent  in  a  discussion  concerning  the  printing  of  a 
petition,  and  day  after  day  had  been  lost  on  the  question  of  adjournment, 
and,  even  at  the  very  moment  when  gentlemen  were  making  their  prepara- 
tions to  depart,  for  their  homes,  this  resolution  was  sprung  upon  us.  AV« 
have  two  reports— one  from  the  majority,  and  one  from  the  minority  of 
the  Committee,  which  will,  in  proper  season,  bring  up  the  whole  subject. 
The  resolution  now  offered  is  merely  the  expression  of  an  opinion.  If  we 
are  to  take  up  the  subject  let  us  rescind  the  resolution  to  adjourn,  and 
devote  a  month  to  the  consideration  of  the  subject :  but  let  us  not  dispose 
of  it  in  this  summary,  unprecedented  and  unsatisfactory  manner. 

Mi.  Forward  rose  and  said,  he  saw  no  good  reason  for  going  into  this 
subject,  when  we  are  within  a  few  days  of  the  termination  of  the  session. 
Was  it  expected  by  any  candid  man  that  the  subject  of  the  Judicial  tenure 
could  be  disposed  of  in  a  few  days,  without  producing  an  impression  that 
gross  injustice  had  been  done  to  the  people.  Four  days'  discussion  on  the 
subject  of  the  Judges,  and  the  Judicial  tenure !  Are  gentlemen  prepared 
to  jump  to  conclusions  in  that  time?  Are  they  ready  to  dispose  of  this 
important  question  in  so  hasty  a  manner?  They  have  not  yet  made  up 
their  minds,  so  as  to  be  ready  to  put  the  seal  on  this  part  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. It  is  a  question  which  should  be  sent  to  the  people  for  their  discus- 
sion. It  could  not  be  disposed  of  in  a  few  days.  I  am  not  prepared  to  go 
into  it.  What  good  is  to  result  from  it  ?  All  the  amendments  will  go  to 
the  people  at  the  same  time.     This  will  not  do  to  be  submited  to  the 
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people  antil  it  Bhall  go  with  the  other  amenilmetits.    It  mtfy,  therciiSoll» 
it  will/lay  over  until  October.    We  can  gain  nothing  Iry  urging  it  at  tkk 
titrie.    It  does  not  better  the  cause  of  reform  a  single  day.     Why,  then* 
fore,  occupy  the  ground  ?     Why  is  this  to  be  done  T    is  it  to  give  the  peo- 
ple a  taste  of  what  we  are  going  to  do  ?     This  is  the  only  excuse  for  thii 
attempt  to  prejudice  our  constituents.     It  will  come  to  them  at  last,  at  the 
same  time  with  the  rest  of  our  work,  and  the  people  will  decide  on  aU 
the  amendments  together.     Further,  it  must  be  apparent  tliaf  in  a  few  dajf 
there  cannot  be  an  end  of  the  discussion  of  tliis  resolution.     The  debais 
will  hardly  have  be^un.     There  are  many  gentlemen  desirous  to  be  heard 
on  this  question  and  who  will  be  heard.     It  will  go  to  the  people,  perhaps, 
with  a  one  sided  discussion,  the  most  luminous  views  of   the   most  acute 
and  experienced  minds,  perhaps,  kept  back.    Are  the  people  prepared  for 
this  ?     Does  any  gentleman  think,  when  the  Convention  shall  be  reassem- 
bled, (hat  this  subject  will  not  be  discussed  at  large  ?     But  if  we  mustnov 
have  a  decision,  it  will  be  a  decision  on  partial  discussion.   Will  not  many 
speeches  be  cut  off  for  want  of  time  ?     You  may  discuss  for  four  days,  and 
still  the  question  will  not  be  discussed.     This  course  will  do  no  good,  but 
it  will  do  harm.     Are  we  to  act  like  a  Judge  of  Hell :  decide  iirst,  and 
hear  the  arguments  afterwards  ?     I  desire  a  ^11  discussion.     Is  it  intended 
to  thrust  the  previous  question  on  us  ?     Is  this  contemplated  ?     Is  it  the 
view  of  gentlemen,  without  full  discussion,  to  use  this  powerful  machine, 
sometimes  so  useful  as  a  ga^  law  ?     It  must  be  obvious  that  the  decision 
will  go   to   the   j>eople  without  a  full  and  satisfactory  discussion ;  we 
musteilhcr  be  gagged,  or  iheiesolution  to  adjourn  must  be  rescinded. — 
It  will  be  a  decision  without  full  discussion,  disgraceful  to  this  body.    If 
gentlemen  wished  to  lay  their  sentiments  before  their  constituents,  they 
may  adopt  some  other  mode.     There  are  many  other  modes.     It  is  not 
expected  by  the  people  that  we  shall  now  act  on  the  subject  fully.     What 
is  the  resolution  ?     Let  any  gentleman  examine  it.     I  am  not  pledged  to 
any  particular  cause :  and  my  inclination  is  to  preserve  the  present  tenure 
of  office  of  the  Supreme  Court.     If  I  were  to  adopt  a  limited  term  of  office, 
I  would  lake  twenty-five  years  :    and  to  such  a  proposition,  not  effecting 
any  of  the  present  Judges,  I  might  be  brought  to  agree.     But,  as  at  present 
advised,  1  would  not  vote  for  clianging  the  tenure.     Are  we  prepared  to 
separate  without  doing  any  thing  on  the  subject  of  the  Board  of  Public 
Works,  which,  in  a  pecuniary  view,  is  of  great  importance  in  the  Common- 
wealth ?     Are  we  prepared  to  go  away  without  touching  the  great  sul>ject 
of  Education,  Banks,  and  Corporations?     If  not,  two  months  will  not  be 
sufficient  to  enable  us  to  give  to  these  important  subjects  the  amount  of 
consideration  they  require.     If  we  must  go  into  the  question  of  the  Judi- 
cial tenure,  I  feel  repugnant  to  a  partial  discussion,  and  would  desire  thai 
the  resolution  to  adjourn  may  be  rescinded.     He  would  vote  for  rescinding! 
Ihen  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman   from   Northampton,   and  then 
■against  the  whole.     He  would  not  consent  to  go  away,  till  all  was  got 
through,  which  might  be  in  a  month.     He  would  rather,  however,  sit  herfk 
until  August,  than  be  occupied  with  this  important  matter  five  days,  an4 
then  be  gagged  with  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  Banks  would  vote,  he  said,  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Beaver,  in  order  to  be  consistent  with  his  previous  CQU»d  on  this 
subject.    He  liad  voted  against  the  adjournment,  because  the^  people  wJdK 
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%A^  to  remaiiK  here  till  we  had  completed  our  businesB,  b  j  acdnjer  on  all 
the  amendments  which  it  was  proposed  to  submit  to  them.  But  while 
he  would  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  he 
wDnld  assure  that  (gentleman,  that  he  would  find  it  very  dificult  to  per- 
suade the  majority  of  the  members,  that  they  ought  to  continue  the  session 
till  all  the  amendments  were  disposed  of.  'I  he  gentleman  from  Allegheny 
had  stated,  in  a  very  handsome  manner,  the  various  subjects  which  the 
people  expected  lis  to  act  upon :  and  he  would  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Beaver,  whethei,  after  the  JudloirH'y  was  disposed  of,  he  would  be  willing 
to' go  home  to  his  constituents,  and  say  that  we  had  done  all  that  was  re- 
quired of  us?  He  believed  he  would  not.  He  was  as  anxious  as  the 
gentleman  from  Beaver  could  be,  to  act  on  the  fifth  article  of  the  Consti- 
tution, and  his  course  had  indicated  that,  from  the  commencement  of  the 
session.  Instead  of  takinor  up  that  subject,  we  had  passed  upon  the 
Squirearchy,  as  it  was  called.  We  had  the  poor  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
•the  scape  sroats  for  the  whole  Judiciary.  We  have  said  to  them,  you, 
alone  of  all  the  officers  of  the  State,  are  unworthy  of  the  place  you  hold  in 
the  CoUstitution  of  1790.  lie  had  raised  his  voice  in  favor  of  this  class- 
of  men,  whom  he  regarded  as  beinj^  as  worthy,  and  as  intelligent,  as  any 
other  class  in  the  community.  It  was  certainly  very  desirable  that  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  other  qnesilons,  should  be  disposed  of  before  the  rising  of  the 
Conventioii;  but,  between  this  lime,  and  next  Friday,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible even  to  discuss  the  Jutliciary  question. 

Mr.  Sill  said  the  resolution  was  brought  forward,  on  the  ground  that 
the  people  had  manifested  an  anxiety  to  have  a  decision  on  the  Judiciary 
Tiuestioh,  and  that  they  would  be  dissatisfied  if  the  Convention  should  now 
adjourn,  without  expressing  any  opinion  on  that  subject.  He  wished  to 
know  how  this  information  wns  derived:  he  wished  to  have  the  proof  that 
so  much  nnxiely  was  felt  on  this  subject,  and  that  the  people  wished  us  to 
hasten  our  action  upon  it,  and  show  them  how  we  intended  to  act.  Was 
there  a  single  petition  on  the  table,  expressive  of  their  wishes  to  this  ef- 
fect? On  other  subjects,  they  have  expressed  an  opinion  by  memorials 
addressed  to  us :  but  not  one  memorial  had  reached  us,  from  any  quarter, 
in  relation  to  this  subject:  not  a  single  citizen  of  the  Commonwealth  had 
set  forlli  that  he  had  been  aofirrieved  by  the  action  of  the  Judiciary,  and 
was  impatient  for  reform.  What  reason  .was  there  for  forcing  out  this, 
when  ihere  was  no  proper  opportunity  for  a  decision  on  this  most  im- 
portant question  ?  There  was  no  ground  on  whieh  it  could  be  urged. — 
It  did  not  appear  that  there  w;^s  that  great  anxiety  among  the  people,  for 
a  decision  on  this  subject,  as  had  been  represented.  At  the  same  time,  it 
was  agreed  by  all,  that  it  was  the  most  important  matter,  which  can  some 
before  us,  and  that  our  decision  upon  it  ought  to  be  judicious  and  wise, 
and  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth.  If  this  resolution 
prevailed,  it  would  be  impossible  that  the  question  should  be  decided,  in 
conformity  with  either  of  these  principles.  It  was  impossible  that  there 
could  be  any  thing  like  a  calm  and  deliberate  discussion,  orthat  we  should 
be  able  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  decision.  Have  we  not,  heretofore,  gone 
on  the  pnnciple,  that  every  matter,  however  trifling,  should  be  thorough- 
ly discussed  (  Did  not  we  come  here  to  deliberate,  as  well  as  to  decide  I 
On  the  sixth  article,  every  point  was  fully  debated.  Speeches  were  made 
upon  the  manner  of  appointing  the  Justices,  whether  b^  the  people,  or 
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the  Legislatare ;  and  days  were  occupied  in  discussing  the  mode  oriegi' 
lating  their  number.    But,  did  not  these  points  dwindle  into  utter  insigu- 
ficance,  in  comparison  with  the  Judiciary  question.    We  have,  lieretoioR» 
admited  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  deliberation,  and  what  argument 
could  be  urged  for  its  abandonment  now  ?    There  was  another  reason 
why  he  was  opposed  to  the  resolution.     Suppose   it  was  agreed  to,  and 
that  wc  should  thus  declare  that  the  term  of  the  Judiciary  ought  to  be  li- 
mited.    We  should,  in  fact,  have  decided  nothing.     There  would  still  be 
a  question,  as  to  the  length  of  the  term.     Some  would  be  for  a  term  of 
twenty -five  years,  and  others  for  a  much  shorter  term.     Our  coBcIusion 
on  this  subject,  ought  not  only  to  be  the  result  of  the  deliberate  wisdom 
of  this  body ;  but  it  should  be  satisfactory  to  the  people.     The  people 
knew  how  we  had  gone  on  heretofore — they  had  noticed  our  proceedings, 
and  they  knew  how  much  time  we  had  spent  upon  trifling  questions ;  and 
when  they  saw  us  deciding  upon  this  great  question,  in  so  hurried  a  man- 
ner, they  would  ask,  when,  and  how,  we  decided  it ;  and  whether  we  had  , 
listened  to  the  opinions  and  counsels  of  all  the  experienced  members  of 
the  body,  in  relation  to  it.    They  would  ask  how  ii  happened,  that,  after 
wasting  so  much  time,  we  should  seize  upon  a  moment  when  the  mem* 
hers  were  busy  in  making  their  arrangements  for  their  departure,  to  take 
up,  and  hurry  through  this  important  question.     The  people  were  good 
judges,  and  would  place  a  just  estimate  upon  such  proceedings.     'ITicy 
would  ask  how  long  a  term  we  had  fixed  for  the  JuJges — fixe,  ten,  twenty^ 
or  thirty  years  ?     We  would  answer  that  tiiis  pari  had  not  been  determi- 
ned upon.     What,  then,  they  would  say,  is  the  use  of  determining  a  prin- 
ciple, when  it  is  to  have  no  application  ?    This  method  of  acting  on  the 
question,  would  be  the  most  unsatisfactory  that  could  be  devised.     We 
know  that  a  large  and  respectable  portion  of  the  people  were  opposed  to 
any  change  of  the  tenure ;  and  he  would  ask  whether  it  was  not  due  to 
them,  that  the  decision  should  be  made  with  all  that  candor,  and  solemnity 
of  deliberation,  that  the  importance  of  the  subject  demanded.     He  was 
willing  to  sit  here,  without  adjournment,  till   we  had  gone  through  with 
all  these  questions.    But  he  protested  against  this  way    of  making  deci- 
sions.    He  trusted  that  all,  whether  friends  or  opponents  to  a  change  of 
the  Judicial  tenure,  if  they  wished  to  satisfy  the  people,  and  do  justice  to 
themselves,  and  the  Convention,  would  unite  in  rejecting  a  proposition 
to  settle  the  principle  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Darlington  said,  though  the  proposition  now  before  us  was  only 
occupying  time  to  no  purpose,  yet  if  gentlemen  had  offered  any  proposi- 
tion which  was  calculated  to  expedite  our  business,  and  enable  us  to  biing 
it  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion,  he  would  have  gone  with  them,  even  to  die 
extent  of  rescinding  the  resolution  for  adjournment.  This  motion  wa» 
only  calculated  to  waste  our  time,  and  incur  needless  expenses.  Twelve 
days  ago,  the  gendeman  from  Fayette  moved,  that  we  should  pass  over 
the  fifth  article  and  take  up  the  sixth,  for  the  reason,  as  he  stated,  that  the 
people  required  and  expected  us  to  curtail  tlie  patronage  of  the  Governor. 
It  was  then  believed  to  be  impracticable  to  decide  on  the  Judiciary  question 
within  such  time  as  the  members  would  be  willing  to  remain  here  ;  and  for 
that  reason,  and  the  reasons  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  we 
passed  over  the  fifth  article,  and  took  up  the  sixth,  in  order  to  show  the 
people  that  we  were  willing  to  do  as  much  as  we  could  within  the  time  ve 
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remained  here.  But  what  have  we  now  ?  A  propositioQ  to  drop  that 
"Uticle  in  the  middle,  leaving  it  unfinished,  and  to  take  up  the  fifth  article* 
^hich  we  refused  to  take  up  when  we  had  time,  to  give  it  a  proper  share  of 
consideration.  •  What  a  spectacle  should  we  present  if  we  now  dropped 
the  sixth  article  and  took  up  the  Judiciary  question,  when  there  were 
scarcely  three  days  remaining  for  its  discussion  ?  Did  not  every  gentle- 
man know  that  much  of  our  time  would  be  taken  up,  during  the  remainder 
of  the  session,  in  settling  accounts,  in  fixing  the  place  of  meeting  in  the 
fall,  and  in  other  matters  appertaining  to  the  adjournment  ?  The  people 
would  look  at  such  conduct  on  our  part,  as  an  attempt  to  flatter  and  fool 
them.  Such  a  course,  it  appeared  to  hira,  would  be  very  inconsiderate  ; 
and  he  would  say  and  insist,  that  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  would  never 
believe  that  it  was  adopted  for  an  honest  and  patriotic  purpose.  We  had 
come  here  to  deliberate  upon  the  Constitution,  and  not  expecting  or  desi- 
ring to  act  upon  it  rashly  anil  in  haste.  But  he  would  go  with  any  one  in 
any  possible  project,  to  save  the  money  of  the  people,  and  our  own  time, 
by  abridging  our  labors.  This  was  not  a  feasible  or  a  proper  project,  and 
he  would,  therefore,  oppose  it;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  willing  to 
rescind  the  resolution  fixing  the  day  of  adjournment,  and  to  stay  here,  if 
necessary,  till  August,  at  the  peril  of  our  health.  Very  little  had  yet  been 
done,  and  the  business  of  the  Convention  could  not  be  accomplished  in  a 
short  time.  Did  the  gentleman  from  Fayette  pretend  to  say  that  the  sub- 
ject of  Executive  power  had  been  solemnly  decided  ?  Why,  sir,  the  ques- 
tion was  taken  in  the  afternoon,  in  the  absence  of  many  members,  and  was 
carried,  without  discussion,  by  a  minority  of  the  Convention.  That  was 
not  a  solemn  decision,  nor  was  it  a  test  of  the  sense  of  the  Convention. — 
Not  one  of  the  great  principles  to  which  the  gentleman  from  Fayette  refer- 
cd  had  been,  if  herecoUected  right,  decided  by  a  majority  of  the  Conven- 
tion. The  vote  on  the  Executive  question,  was  61,  to  59.  Would  the 
people  of  Pennsylvania  be  satisfied  uith  such  a  vote,  and  consider  it  as 
expressing  the  opinion  of  this  Convention  ?  He  was  opposed  to  the  reso- 
lution and  amendments,  and  was  in  favor  of  proceeding  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  sixth  article. 

Mr.  Seltzer  said  that  the  resolution  and  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Northampton,  and  the  amendment  of  the  gendeman  from  Beaver, 
were  now  before  the  Convention,  and  he  would  go  hand  in  hand  with  the 
gendeman  from  Beaver  in  rescinding  the  resolution  for  adjournment,  and 
in  going  on  with  our  business,  without  adjournment,  until  we  got  through 
it.  But  in  the  manner  in  which  he  ofiered  his  proposition,  it  would  not  be 
successful ;  the  original  resolution  ought  to  stand  on  its  own  merits,  and  if 
it  cannot  stand,  let  it  fall.  But,  Mr.  President,  the  great  oppositon  to 
the  original  resolution  is  something  else.  It  is  said  that  it  does  not  come 
before  the  Convention  in  a  regular  form.  He  would  not  say  that  it  does.  But 
lie  would  inform  the  gentlemen  who  opposed  it  on  this  ground,  that  it  was 
an  conformity  with  the  course  pursued  by  the  framers  of  the  present  Con- 
stitution. In  the  Convention  of  1789,  after  seventeen  days'  session,  all 
nhe  leading  principles  of  the  Constitution  were  settled  by  resolutions.  He 
'read  the  resolution  adopted  by  them  in  relation  to  the  Judiciary,  declaring 
Tthat  the  Judges  should  hold  their  offices  during  good  behavior,  subject  to 
4uch  restraints  as  might  be  thought  proper.  They  settled  the  general  prin- 
«iples  in  the  first  place,  and  then  proceeded  to  fill  up  the  details  oa  second 
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Teadini^,  Grentleinen  need  not,  therefore,  tell  us  that  we  cannot  appnncl^ 
our  object  in  this  manner :  tliat  it  is  out  of  order,  and  that  the  time  k  u» 
short.  If  the  question  should  be  debated  here  for  four  weeks,  it  would  not 
change  one  vote  either  one  way  or  another.  Every  gentleman  had  nude 
up  his  mind  how  to  vote  upon  it,  and  he  hoped  that  we  should  hvn  a 
direct  vote  upon  it,  and  either  adopt  or  reject  Uie  resolution  of  the  geotfe- 
man  from  Fayette. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  said  the  question  before   the  Convention  irai 
on  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  rescinding  the  resolutioB 
for  adjourning  on  the  14th,  to  meet  in  October.      It  was  well  known,  and 
tbe  Journals  would  sbow,  that  he  had  voted  against  every  motion  to  ad- 
journ :  he  had  been  very  anxious  that  whatever  amendments  the  majority 
of  the  Convention  might  agree  upon,  should  be  made  and  sabmited  to  the 
people  before  we  adjourned.     But  it  soon  became  manifest  that  this  would 
not  be  done.     Some  gentlemen  would  not  make  up  their  minds  on  tbe  im- 
portant questions ;  and  those  who  were  opposed  to  amendments  availed 
themselves  of  all  the  means  which  the  rules  of  a  deliberative  body  afbrd. 
to  protract  the  debates  of  this  body.     From  all  the  various  attempts  made 
to  procure  an  adjournment,  it  became  evident  that  it  was  their  intention  to 
adjourn  before  we  finished  our  labors.     Last  S^urday,  so  general  was  the 
opinion  in  favor  of  an  adjournment,  that  he  thought  it  useless  to  oppose  it, 
and  contented  himself  with  merely  recording  his  name  on  the  questioiL— 
As  the  Convention  had  now  decided,  by  a  large  majority,  in  favor  of  adjourn- 
ing, he  should  vote  against  rescinding  that  decision,  being  satisfied  that,  ia 
their  present  temper,  the  members  were  not  prepared  to  give  a  calm  and 
deliberate  consideration  to  the  subjects  before  them.  After  their  return,  and 
after  a  consultation  with  the  people,  they  would  do  more  business  in  one 
week,  than  they  would  in  three  months  now  ;  and  then,  he  trusted,  they 
would  be   prepared  to  adopt  those  moderate  and  salutary  amendments 
which  were  so  generally  desired.     There  was  not  a  member  of  the  Con- 
vention who  had  not  written  his  family  and  friends,  and  apprized  them  thathe 
would  be  at  home  on  such  a  day  ;  and  he  would  not  believe  it  possible  thai 
we  were  now  going  to  act  like  wayward  children,  who  one  day  cry  for 
a  thing,  and,  the  next  day,  cry  to  have  it  taken  away.     Men  were  said  to 
be  overgrown  children,  but  he  could  not  imagine  that  this  grave  body 
would  now  reverse  a  decision  so  deliberately  made  for  an  adjournment  on 
tlie  14lh.     Much  yet  remained  to  be  done.     Even  the  subjects  which  hare 
been  gone  through  with  must  be  revised,  perhaps  again  debated  iu  the 
Convention,  and  then  put  in  suitable  shape  and  language.     This  Judiciary 
question  would  necessarily  consume  much  time.      lA>ng  before  another 
Convention  would  ever  be  assembled  again.  Internal  Improvements  would 
be  carried  into  every  part  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  that  subject  alooe 
would  require  our  deep  and  careful  attention.     When  we  first  commenced 
our  Internal  Improvements,  we  were  without  experience,  and  many  enon 
were  commited.     But,  from  year  to  year,  we  have  discovered  the  deffcu 
of  our  system,  and  now  is  the  time  to  place  it  upon  a  proper  found^ipn. 
There  was  another  subject  of  interest  which  demanded  our  action*— the 
State  debt.     He  was  satisfied,  from  what  he  had  heard,  both  in^nd  outoC 
the  Convention,  that  we  should  be  able  to  make  some  provtsion  in  rebtioQ 
to  the  State  debt — its  amount — the  means    for  its  liquidation.      Somo 
amendment  of  the  Constitution  was  necessary  in  ^rdeic  tu.plfce  sopif  lififif^. 
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tbtion  upon  the  power  and  patronage  which,  through  the  system  of  Inter- 
nal Improvements,  had  grown  up  under  this  Constitution,  and  was  un- 
known to  it,  at  its  foundation.  Tremendous  as  this  power  is,  and  will  be, 
it  ought  to  be  separated,  as  far  as  possible,  from  the  political  power  of  the 
State.  That,  said  (Mr.  C.)  is  a  subject  that  will  require  our  deep 
attention.  Other  subjects  of  importance  have  been  refered  to  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Allegheny,  (Mr.  Forward).  The  limitation  of  the  power  of 
tlie  liegislature,  in  granting  charters  to  bank  corporations,  is  a  subject 
which  some  gentlemenhere  think  it  their  duty  to  bring  before  the  Convention 
and  their  constituents.  All  these  questions  will  require  long  discussions, 
and  much  deliberation,  which  cannot  be  had  now.  The  minds  of  mem- 
bers were  not  now  in  a  frame  for  patient  and  cool  deliberation.  There 
was  another  consideration.  If  we  rescinded  the  resolution,  we  should  go 
on  till  the  dog  days,  in  the  sickly  season.  We  could  not  sit  here  in  Au- 
gust. To  attempt  it  would  be  a  burlesque  on  deliberation.  He  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  gentleman  from  Mifflin  say  that  he  would  vote  for  the  resolu- 
tion, for  the  sake  of  consistency.  But,  after  the  solemn  determination  of 
this  body  to  adjourn,  he  did  not  apprehend  that  consistency  would  require 
us  to  reverse  that  decision.  The  majority,  according  to  the  doctrine  of 
republicanism,  ought  to  govern,  and  he  (Mr.  C.)  had  made  up  his  mind  to 
be  content  with  the  decision  of  the  Convention,  which  had  been  made  by 
80  decisive  a  majority. 

As  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Por- 
ter) he  was  opposed  to  his  plan  of  getting  tlie  subject  before  us,  because 
it  is  certain,  if  we  go  into  committee  of  the  whole,  for  the  remaining  four 
days  of  our  session,  we  can  scarcely  make  a  beginning,  before  the  time 
will  come  when  we  must  dissolve.  If  we  take  up  the  report  in  committee, 
we  will  be  doing  as  we  have  been  doing  all  along,  quarelling  about  words 
and  making  no  progress.  We  will  be  spending  the  four  days  in  wrang- 
ling about  terms,  and  be  no  further  advanced  at  tlie  end  of  that  time  than 
we  are  now.  This  is  the  way  we  have  been  doing  all  the  time.  We 
went  to  work  wrong,  and  have  been  working  wrong  ever  since.  If  we 
had  first  gone  to  work  by  settling  principles,  and  then  gone  into  the  details, 
we  should,  by  this  time,  have  been  nearly  through  our  labors.  He  was, 
therefore,  opposed  to  going  into  committee  of  the  whole,  for  the  simple 
reason,  that  we  would  not  be  able  to  gel  through  with  the  subject  which  would 
be  refered  to  it.  He  was  in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Fayette,  (Mr.  Fuller)  and  he  took  it  for  granted,  that  every  one  here  was 
prepared  to  vote  aye  or  no  upon  it.  It  had  been  well  said,  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Lebanon,  (Mr.  Seltzer)  that  the  way  that  our  ancestors  went 
to  work  was  the  right  way.  They  went  to  work,  and  brought  their  minds 
to  bear  upon  the  principles  to  be  adopted,  and  those  principles  were  em- 
braced in  the  form  of  resolutions,  declating  it  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Con- 
vention, that  the  Constitution  should  be  amended  in  a  particular  article, 
snd  then  the  details  were  carried  out  afterwards.  If  we  had  done  this, 
we  would  have  been  treading  in  the  footsteps  of  our  fathers,  and  he  was 
mtisfied,  that  we  would  have  now  been  nearly  through  with^ur  labors. — 
Had  we  gone  to  work,  and  passed  a  resolution,  declaring  that  the  Consti- 
totion  should  be  altered,  so  as  to  embrace  certain  principles,  when  it  was 
fbomlthatia  majority  was  favorable  to  the  change,  they  would  have^  all 
^uci  to  wxurk.  to  put  thos»  principles  in  proper  form ;  but,  because;  wej 
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have  ffone  to  work  wrong,  we  have  been  all  the  time,  instead  of  eoDteaJ- 
ing  for  principles,  quarelling  about  words.     We  have  gone  to  woik  by 
proposing  to  amend  every  section,  and  we  have  amendment  filed  upoatsp 
of  amendment,  and  he  was  not  sure  but  there  was  occasionally  some  litit 
strife  as  to  who  should  have  the  honor  of  proposing  amendments.    3iaw, 
he  apprehended,  that  the  most  proper  way  of  getting  this  principle  settU 
was  by  adopting  the  mode  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Fay^te.* 
But,  gentlemen  say,  we  have  n«  time  to  debate  it.     Now,  it  appealed 
to  him,  that  this  argument  was  only  used  as  a  means  of  getting  rid  of  the 
question.     Many  of  our  constilucnts,  who  sent  us  here,  look  upon  this  ai 
a  most  important  puhjcct,  which  ought  to  be,  in  some  manner,  pasttd 
upon.     It  stands  with  them  as  amendment  No.  1 ,  and  if  we  should  nov 
adjourn,  without  giving  an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  it  wosld 
be  very  unsatisfactory  to  them  indeed.     Our  constituents  have  already 
debated  this  question.     They  have  discussed  it  for  tlie  last  thirty  yean. 
Public  attention  has  been  constantly  turned  to  it,  and  all  the  debate  vhicb 
we  can  have  in  this  body,  would  not  change  the  mind  of  a  single  delate, 
as  he  took  it  for  granted,  that  eveiy  delegate  was  ready  to  say  aye  or  no  on 
the  simple  proposition  of  limiting  the  ofHces  of  the  Judges  to  a  term  of 
years.     But,  it  has  been  objected,  that  no  time  is  mentioned  in  the  Rsoib- 
tion.     If  he  understood  it  right,  the  time  is  left  as  blank,  so  that  sfier  it 
was  determined,  whether  we  would  limit  them-  to  a  term  of  yean,  ve 
can  fill  it  up  with  five,  ten,  or  fifteen,  as  the  majority  may  determine,  and 
in  this  way  the  whole  question  can  be  settled  without  any  difficulty.  Hie 
gentleman  from  Chester,  (Mr.  Darlington)  has  again  raised  the  cij  of 
expense— the  expenses  of  the  Convention  have  been  held  up  as  a  scaie- 
crow.     This,  however,  was  not  going  to  frighcen  the  people,  because  tbej 
expected  expense  when  we  came  hero,  and  they  would  not  complain  if  we 
did  not  run  into  unnecessary  and  uncalled  for  expenditures  of  their  monry. 
On  almost  every  proposition  which  had  come  up  here,  this  subject  of  ex- 
pense has  been  introduced,  and  it  appeared  to  be  the  object  of  gentlemen, 
if  they  could  not  defeat  reform  by  fair  means,  to  defeat  it  any  how.    He 
did  not  blame  them  for  this,  as  they  had  the  right  to  do  so.     He  took  it, 
however,  that  those  gentlemen  who  have  said  so  much  on  this  subject  had 
as  much  to  answer  for,  on  the  score  of  expense,  as  any  other  persons  in 
this  Convention.     It  has  been  those  everlasting  discussions,  growing  out 
of  the  opposition  to  all  measures  of  reform,  which  has  caused  such  pro- 
crastination in  our  business;,  and  led  to  the  expense  which  gentlemen  uov 
talk  so  much  about.     But,  what  was  one  of  the  most  unnecessary  parts  of 
the  expenses  of  the  Convention  ?     lie  believed,  thst  one  of  the  most  pcD- 
lidc  causes  of  so  much  speaking,  was  the  existence  of  the  Daily  Chnwi* 
cle,  a  paper  which  was  paid  for  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Conven- 
tion.    Gentlemen  like  to  see  their  names  in  print,  and  he  was  of  opin- 
ion, from  the  length  of  some  of  the  speeches,  that  some  gentlemen  look 
pains  to  have  themselves  fairly  reported,  by  writing  out  their  own  speedi- 
68.  It  was  not  only  the  expense  of  th6  Chronicle  itself,  whieh  the  peqdf 
were  taxed  with  by  these  gentlemen  uselessly,  but  it  was.  the  expense  in- 
cured  by  useless  debate.     He  had  opposed  the  subscription  to  this  pap^ 
from  the  very  first,  and  he  opposed  it,  because  he  believed  that  they  cooM 
not,  in  the  very  nature  of  things,  in  so  short  a  space,  give  the  debates  to 
as  to  be  fully  understood ;  be  believed,  that  they  would  necei»arily  be 
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garbled  and  defeetive,  and  he  appealed  to  all  those  gentlemen,  who  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  attend  to  the  correctness  of  their  own  speeches,  whether 
this  prediction  had  not  been  verified.  This*  was  one  of  tMe  useless  ex- 
penses of  the  Convention,  and  he  apprehended,  that  those  very  gentlemen 
who  had  been  making  such  doleful  lamentations  about  the  expenses  of  the 
body,  would  be  found  among  those  who  had  voted  for  taking  this  paper, 
and  had  always  voted  against  discontinuing  it  when  the  subject  was 
brought  up.  Why,  then,  all  this  cry  about  expenses  ?  Why,  it  was  for 
efTect-— designed  to  operate  upon  the  politics  of  the  country,  and  make  the 
people  believe  that  those  gentlemen  are  the  exclusive  guardians  of  the 
public  treasury.  It  was  a  matter  with  him  of  no  consideration.  He  came 
nere  to  do  his  duty  as  a  member  of  the  Convention,  and  the  matter  of  the 
expenses  of  the  body  neter  entered  into  his  mind,  in  any  other  manner 
than  that  he  wished  it  to  cost  the  State  as  little  as  possible.  He  wished  to 
get  through  with  the  duties  we  were  sent  here  to  perform,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, but  at  the  same  time,  he  wished  them  to  be  done  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  He  was,  therefore,  in  favor  of  having  a  direct  vole  on  the  pro- 
position of  the  gentleman  from  Fnyette,  (Mr.  Fuller)  before  we  adjourn, 
80  that  the  people  would  have  the  opportunity  of  seeing  that  a  majority 
of  the  Convention  were  favorable  to  limiting  the  term  of  office  of  the 
Judges,  as  he  hoped  a  majority  of  the  Convention  was  in  favor  of  that 
measure.  For  the  sake  of  getting  simply  the  vote  on  this  proposition,  and 
getting  it  within  the  time  we  have  yet  to  spare,  he  was  opposed  to  going 
into  committee  of  the  whole,  and  he  was,  decidedly,  and  unequivocally, 
opposed  to  rescinding  the  resolution,  fixing  the  day  of  adjournment. 

Mr.  Chambers  said,  there  had  been  no  motion  brought  before  this  body 
which  had  more  excited  his  surprise  and  alarm,  than  the  one  now  brought 
foiward  for  our  consideration.  It  has  been  but  three  days  since  this  body 
determined,  by  a  solemn  vote,  to  adjourn  on  the  fourteenth  of  this  month, 
and  what  were  the  reasons  which  influenced  us  in  voting  for  that  early  day 
of  adjournment.  One  of  those  reason;s  was,  that  the  season  of  the  year 
was  unfavorable  for  the  sitting  of  the  body :  and  another  reason  was,  that 
there  was  an  indifference  in  the  Convention  to  the  business  before  it,  as 
had  been  asserted  by  a  great  number  of  gentlemen,  which  made  it  entirely 
improper  to  proceed  with  the  important  business  which  we  have  to  per- 
forrn.  It  was  then  said,  that  we  could  proceed  in  the  consideration  of  the 
sixth  article,  and  get  through  with  it  by  the  time  we  adjourned,  and  leave 
the  important  business  for  the  next  session,  when  we  would  come  back 
prepared  to  consider  it  calmly  and  dispassionately ;  yet  now,  after  the 
question  has  been  decided,  and  the  day  of  adjournment  fixed,  we  have  a 
resolution  sprung  upon  us,  asking  us  to  go  into  a  discussion  and  decision 
of  one  of  the  most  important  subjects  that  could  be  presented  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Convention.  That  which  had  excited  his  alarm  was,  that  this 
Boat  important  department  of  the  Government — the  Judiciary — was  to  be 
prostrated  by  a  mere  resolution,  to  be  considered  in  a  morning  hour,  with* 
out  consideration  and  without  discussion.  We  have,  in  the  course  of  our 
business,  considered  that  the  powers  of  the  Government  were  to  be  dis- 
tributed into  three  separate  and  distinct  departments.  We  have  not  only 
refered  the  subjects  of  the  Constitution,  in  relation  to  these  different  de* 
partments,  to  distinct  committees,  but  they  have  had  them  under  consider* 
ation,  and  have  presented  them  to  this  House  as  subjects  foi   clear,  di»- 
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tinct  and  deliberate  consideration.     At  the  very  commencement  of  ourli- 
bors,  we  laid  down  for  ourselves  rules  of  action;    rules  for  the  order  of 
business,  and  we  determined  that  all  business  of  importance  should  be  k- 
fered  to  a  committee,  and  considered  by  them ;  that  it  should  then  be  r^ 
ported  to  the  House  ;  then  again  rcfered  to  a  committee  of  the  wholc^  and 
there  calmly  and  dispassionately  discussed  and  deliberated  upon,  and  that 
their  proceedings  should  be  reported  to  the  Convention,  and  there  receive 
a  second  reading,   before  they  should  be  submited    to    the    people  for 
their   adoption.     Well,  after   ail  this,   what  have  we  done  ?     It  is  inie, 
we  have  considered  the  Legislative  department :  and  it  was  stated  on  thii 
floor,  at  the  time  it  was  under  consideration,  that  it  was  a  departmens 
which  the  people  had  declared  should  be  reformed,  and  thatlimitalioDSud 
restrictions  should  be  placed  upon  it ;  yet  he  wa9  not  aware  that  any  pw- 
ticular  restrictions  were  imposed  upon  it,  after  full  discussion  ;  but  on  tbe 
contrary,  we  have  placed  a  portion  of  the  appointing  power  in  its  hands.  Yet 
now,  at  the  very  heels  of  the  session,  when  the  day  of  adjournment  is  fixed 
four  days  hence,  and  the  members  arc  engaged  in  making  their  preparatiooe 
to  go  home,  we  are  called  upon  to  overturn  the  Judiciary  department — ide- 
partment  of  more  importance  to  the  people,  than  any  one  department  ofibi 
Government — a  department  which  comes  home  to  the  wants,  the  inteieM, 
and  the  feelings  of  the  people — a  department  that  protects  the  weak  agiivc 
the  strong — a  department  which  protects  the   public  peace,  and  redressei 
the  public  wrong — and  a  department  which  resists  the  encroachments  of 
all  the  otlier  departments.     Yet  this  department,  which  is  admitted  by  all, 
to  be  one  of  the  most  important  departments  under  the  Government,  ivai 
to  be  disposed  of  without  receiving  that  consideration  and  attention  whidi 
we  have  given  to  all  the  other  departments.     What  reason  is  there  assigs- 
«d  for  so  urging  on  this  question,  at  this  time,  without  consideration? 
Why,  it  is  said  that  the  people  demand  this  expression  of  opinion  fromoi- 
"Where  is  the  evidence  that  the  people  require  this  of  us  ?     Do  the  people 
want  from  us  a  crude  and  mere  speculative  opinion  .'     It  is  not  proposed, 
as  has  been  said,  to   follow  this  with  any  Constitutional   provision;  bat 
merely  to  express  to  the  people  of  the  countr\',  what  the  opinion  of  thii 
body  is  in  relation  to  the  Judiciary  tenure.     If  there  was  a  time  moreuo- 
fiting  than  another,  since  the   commencement  of  our  sittings,  for  the  de 
cision  of  this  all-important  question,  that  time  is  the  present.     Our  nom- 
ber  is  leduced  to  a  little  over  a  hundred.     On  the  vote  just  taken,  there 
were  twenty  membeis  absent;  and  we  have  no  reason  to  expect  thatoor 
number  w411  be  larger.     The  fact  of  the  day  being  fixed  for  our  adjoaro- 
ment,  will  influence  some  in  going  off,  and  it  will  prevent  those  who  aie 
absent  from  returning,  so  that  an  increase  is  not  to  be  expected.  He  woold 
ask,  too,  what  would  be  gained  by  the  expression  of  a  mere  opinion,  with* 
out  coupling  it  with  a  Constitutional  provision  ?     It  would  be  a  mere  ex- 
pression of  opinion  from  this  Convention  to  the  people,  which  could  beef 
no  good.     If  we  are  not  to  legislate  upon  it ;  if  we  are  not  to  fix  any  term, 
why  not  go  home,  and  make  known  to  the  people  our  sentiments  there, 
and  learn  from  them  theirs?     If  we  are  to  adjourn,  let  us  not  act  on  thii 
vital  question,  without  consulting  the  people.     He  was  not  aware  of  aoy 
indications  of  public  sentiment  on  this  subject;  at  least,  not  in  hin  seciioo 
of  the  country.     Gentlemen  have  again  and  again  told  us  what  the  peopit 
rtquirod  ;  but  ha  had  seen  no  evidence  of  their  requiring  this  change.  He 
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did  not  look  to  tho  popular  clamor  in  particular  neighborhoodf.  H«  did 
not  look  to  the  declarations  of  public  newspapers,  as  public  sentiment.  So 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  able  to  collect  nothing  from  public  senti* 
ment  further  than  this,  that  the  people  have  sent  us  here  to  know  what 
amendments  we  will  recommend  to  them ;  and  in  determining  upon  these 
amendments,  we  are  to  exercise  our  own  best  iudijment,  with  all  the  do* 
liberation  wliich  we  can  give  to  the  subject.  I'or  his  own  part,  he  wae 
not  prepared  to  act  on  this  subject  without  discussion,  and  all  the  informa- 
tion he  could  obtain.  He  had  came  here  with  no  such  settled  opinions  an 
flome  gentlemen  seemed  to  suppose ;  and  he  would  not  now  affirm  that 
hifl  opinions  were  so  settled  and  fixed,  that  he  was  not  willing  to  be  in* 
atructed  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  or  any  other  gentleman.  He 
would  listen  to  tiiat  i^enllcman,  and  to  nil  others,  with  respect,  and  if  the 
arguments  they  presented  were  salisfaclory  to  liim,  he  would  go  with 
them,  even  if  it  was  in  opposition  to  his  present  impressions.  His  mind 
wae  yet  open  to  conviction  on  all  these  subjects,  and  he  hoped  to  hear 
them  fully  discussed.  We  have  been  told  that  the  Convention  of  171)0, 
aettled  p^nciples  by  the  adoption  of  resolutions.  'J'hat  was  true ;  but 
their  course  of  prweeding  was  entirely  diflferent  from  ours.  They  ex- 
preased  their  sentiments  at  an  early  part  of  the  session  in  this  way,  as  a 
natter  of  direction  to  their  committees.  How  different  was  this  from  oar 
eourse  of  proceeding.  Here  we  have  had  all  the  subjects  committed  to 
eommittocs,  acted  upon,  reported  back  to  the  Convention,  and  refered  to  a 
committee  of  tho  whole,  and  the  subjects  lying  on  your  table  to  be  consid- 
ered in  the  manner  required  by  our  rules,  and  why  should  we,  at  this  time 
of  day,  strike  out  for  ourselves  this  novel  course  of  proceeding,  in  relation 
to  the  most  important  subject  which  will  come  before  the  Convention.— 
When  this  subject  wa?  to  be  passed  upon,  he  truslcd  it  would  be  consider- 
ed in  the  manner  laid  down  by  our  rules,  and  with  that  attention  which  its 
importance  demands.  AVhen  it  is  pass^il  upon,  we  will  be  passing  upon 
the  rights  of  a  largo  class  of  office  holders,  holding  important  situations  ; 
upon  a  department  of  tho  Govrrmnent  of  the  most  abiding  interest  to  every 
class  of  the  community;  and  a  department  aftecting  the  rights  of  a  large 
dass  of  persons  who  have  no  political  rights.  As  he  had  before  said,  there 
was  no  department  of  the  Government  that  will  affect  so  much  the  whole 
aommunity — the  old  and  the  young,  the  rich  and  the  poor,  the  minor  and 
the  adult,  the  apprentice  and  the  master — as  the  Judiciary.  Are  we  to  be 
governed  in  this  m:itter  by  tlie  i-.lainor  of  village  politicians,  or  are  we  to 
take  the  sentiment  of  the  editors  of  village  newspapers,  for  the  public  sen- 
timent of  the  people?  Hi!  trusted  not.  He  hoped  it  would  receive  full 
consideration  and  deliberation  before  we  acted  upon  it.  Is  it  to  be  any 
excuse,  that  because  we  have  consumed  so  much  time  in  the  discussion  of 
other  subjects,  t!i:it  we  cannot  take  time  to  consider  this.  He  hoped  not. 
The  gentleman  from  Indiana  hai*  repeated  the  charge,  which  he  has  made 
un  more  occasiims  than  one,  that  a  c  Tiain  portion  of  the  Convention,  the 
conser\'atives  and  those  wlio  act  with  them,  have  consutned  a  great  deal  of 
the  time  of  the  b;)dy  unneocsrfarily.  He  had  h«)ped  that  no  such  charge 
would  Ikx  m:ide  :iirain.H  any  one  side?  o{  t!ie  House. 

Mr.  Clvkkc,  ot'  Indiana,  explained  :  He  said  he  was  contending  against 
the  cry  of  expense,  when  he  made  {\v.*.  r»Muark  ;  and  that  cry  came  from 
that  side  of  the  House,  which  took  every  opportunity  to  keep  off  the  ac- 
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tion  of  the  ConTentlon,  on  those  measures  of  reform,  which  ths  rafom* 
ere  of  the  House  desired.  Hehad  said,  distinctly,  that  he  did  nothlame  them 
for  this,  and  he  cast  no  reflections  upon  them.  They  had  the  right,  and 
if  they  considered  it  to  be  their  duty  to  do  so,  he  blamed  them  not:  but 
while  they  did  so,  he  thought  this  cry  of  expense  came  with  bad  gxaos 
from  them. 

Mr.  Chambers  said,  he  should  consider  himself  as  unworthy  of  a  seat 
on  this  floot,  if  he  used  any  efforts  here  for  the  purpose,  merely,  of  pro- 
crastinating the  business  of  the  Convention.  There  had  been  no  proera^ 
tination  of  the  business  of  the  body,  by  himself,  or  by  the  party  wiih 
which  he  acted.  Has  the  time  of  the  Convention  been  taken  up  with 
propositions  from  our  side  of  the  House  ?  Who  have  filled  your  Joornal 
with  propositions?  The  conservatives?  No  sir.  Is  the  Chronicle  filled 
up  with  the  debates  of  the  conservatives  ?  no  sir.  Are  we  not  to  be  allow- 
ed to  vote  on  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman,  and  his  friends  ?  Is  that 
poor  privilege  to  be  denied  us  ?  These  various  propositions,  frivoloos  u 
he  adrnited  uiey  were,  did  not  come  from  the  conservatives.  If  you  look 
to  the  Journal,  it  will  be  found  that  three-fourths  of  them  came  from  dis 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  circumstance,  that  we  have  consamed  time 
unncessarily,  in  frivolous  and  useless  debate,  is  no  apology,  now,  for  tar 
king  up  the  most  important  subject,  whif^h  will  have  to  come  before  the 
Convention,  and  disposing  of  it  under  the  form  of  a  resolution.  It  wifl 
be  recollected  that  all  the  other  subjects  have  undergone  a  free  and  full  dis- 
cussion in  committee,  when  they  were  reported  to  the  House,  there  to  be 
examined  and  discussed  affain.  Well,  is  it  to  be  expected  that,  after  aetiof 
with  all  this  caution,  in  relation  to  the  subjects  of  minor  importance,  that 
we  are  to  take  up  the  Judiciary  department,  and  dispose  of  it  in  a  day  or 
two,  in  the  form  of  a  resolution,  without  debate,  and  without  deliberation,? 
What  respect  would  be  paid  by  the  people  of  the  country,  to  a  resolntion 
adopted  under  such  circumstances  ?  If  wo  were  to  take  up  tliis  import 
ant  subject  at  this  time,  then  he  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from  Beaver, 
(Mr.  Dickey)  that  the  resolution  for  adjournment  ought  to  be  rescinded. 
We  could  then  take  it  up  with  the  determination  to  give  to  it  that  delibersp 
tion.  and  discussion,  which  its  importance  required.  It  is  to  be  expected 
when  the  subject  of  the  Judiciary  comes  up,  that  there  will  be  a  most  able 
and  animated  discussion— the  conservatives  holding  to  it  as  it  is,  and  thf 
radicals  endeavoring  to  limit  the  tenure  of  office.  Then,  if  we  are  to  go  into 
this  matter  now,  let  us  cut  ourselves  loose  from  this  day  of  adjournment, 
which  we  have  fixed ;  beciuse,  if  this  important  subject  was  taken  upi 
and  passed  upon,  between  this,  and  the  day  of  adjournment,  it  would  not 
command  the  respect  of  the  people  ;  and  it  would  not  be  respected  by 
ourselves.  If  the  subject  is  to  be  (rone  into,  it  should  be  done  iu  the  man- 
ner proposed  by  the  genileman  from  Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter)  as  bs 
could  not  agree  thr\t  that  important  brunch  of  the  Government  should  bs 
considered  in  any  other  form,  than  that  in  which  all  the  uiher  subject! 
were  considcnul.  He  was  unwilling  to  sav  that  uc  should  so  into  com- 
mittee  of  the  whole,  on  every  other  article  of  the  f'onstiiuti<m;  and,  when 
we  come  to  the  Judiciary  article,  di?;)ose  of  it  by  a  resolution.  Butii 
is  said  that  it  \*i  barely  expressing  an  opinion,  and  that  wv  ^hall  again  havt 
our  attention  drawn  to  it,  and  thai  wo  will  act  definitely  upon  it  when  we 
return.     If  so.  why  not  take  it  up  now  *     We  will  be  no  further  forw.ird 
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whin  we  come  back,  and  why  take  up  time  now  with  a  subject  which  is 
to  bf  of  no  advantage  to  us  ?  What  was  the  use  in  proceeding  to  discuss 
m  subject  now,  which  will  have  to  be  resumed  and  discussed  hereafter  T 
He  should  go  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  North* 
ampton,  (Mr.  Porter)  and  against  going  into  a  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Judiciary  on  a  simple  resolution,  and  at  this  time  to  be  decided 
upon. 

Mr.  Merrill  said,  that  when  the  question  of  adjournment  was  before 
the  House,  for  the  reasons  he  then  gave,  he  voted  for  it;  and- he  could 
now  see  no  reason  for  changing  or  rescinding  it.  We  have  gone  into 
committee  of  the  whole,  on  all  the  questions  which  have  been  brought 
before  us,  and  why  should  we  now,  on  a  question  admitted  on  nil  hands  to 
be  of  more  importance  than  any  other,  refuse  to  allow  it  to  take  the  same 
course?  Why  should  we  attempt  to  force  a  measure  of  this  kind  through 
in  three  or  four  days.  If  the  question  is  now  taken  up,  it  must  be  clear  to 
every  one,  that  the  time  which  remains  between  this  and  the  day  of  ad- 
jpamment,  must  be  divided,  in  a  great  degree,  between  this,  and  a  dozen 
of  other  subjects  which  must  be  disposed  of  before  we  adjovirn.  Then, 
he  would  ask  the  gendeman  from  Northampton  (Mr.  Porter)  what  hope, 
he  or  any  other  gentleman  could  have,  of  doing  justice  to  this  subject  in 
committee  of  the  whole.  Any  gentleman,  who  would  take  a  look  at  the 
flubject,  as  it  presents  itself  to  us,  will  see,  that  it  is  impossible  to  do  any 
thing  with*  it  m  the  time  we  have  yet  to  spare.  The  operation  of  our 
rules  alone,  would  prevent  it.  In  the  first  place,  when  we  were  to  go  into 
committee  of  the  whole,  we  would  have  to  take  up  the  report  of  the  com* 
mittae.  Then,  there  was  the  teport  of  the  minority,  which  was  to  be 
considered ;  and,  in  addition  to  this,  there  are  some  dozen  or  twenty  gen- 
tlemen, who  have  propositions  to  submit,  many  of  which  are  now  on  the 
Tccordr  differing  from  both  the  report  of  the  majority,  and  of  the  minority, 
mnd  differing  from  each  other.  In  fact,  some  gentlemen  had  an  entire  ju- 
diciary struck  out,  to  suit  their  own  vic>ws,  which  were  novd  and  unheard 
of  in  this  Commonwealth  before.  Then  we  should  have  to  take  up  the 
report  of  tho  committee,  and  consider  it,  with  all  the  propositions  to 
amend  which  might  be  subniitcd  by  the  various  gentlemen,  and  he  who 
■hall  be  so  fortunate,  as  to  catcii  the  ey$  of  the  ("hairman  first,  will  get 
his  proposition  first  considered.  Now,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
would  ask  gentlemen  what  c:iuld  ))e  done  in  three  dnys  ?  What  progress 
can  we  make  in  lh:it  time  .'  It  will  only  have  {he  efiect  to  throw  the  sub- 
ject in  to.  inexplicable  confusion:  and  when  Fritl;iy  comes,  we  v;ill  have 
nothins^  done,  and  the  business  will  he  in  sucli  a  condition,  that  it  will  be 
perfectly  unintellij;ible  to  the  pcopl*?.  Instead  of  hitting  the  people 
know  the  scntim(;ats  of  the  ConvL^ntion  on  th(^  subject,  the  business 
will  be  left  unfinished,  and  the  p(?oplo  will  have  no  more  information  than 
they  have  now  We  hud  iie.ird  very  straniro  araumenls  made  use  of  in 
relation  to  thii  suhiect.  Oiie  trentlcmaii  savs,  we  should  hear  from  the' 
people  on  all  subjects,  und  act  in  acjord  uuo  with  their  wishes;  but, 
another  says  we  must  sfnd  I'orlli  t>ur  ni;ui;liio.-»  to  th<*  people.  Now,  the-e 
arguments  appeared  to  him  t<»  he  jiprlecily  (^»:lt^aflielory.  lie  apprehen- 
ded that  the  people  would  decide  after  we  have  decided,  and  thiil  they  did 
not  send  us  heie  with  minds  made  up  to  make  particular  amendments. 
The  people  sent  us  here  to  deliberate,  and  nothing  more,     lie  catne  here 
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to  deliberate,  and  he  did  not  come  here  with  hie  mind  made  ap.  Th§ 
gentleman  from  Lebanon,  (Mr.  Seltzer)  has  said,  that  the  minds  of  gni- 
demen  are  made  up,  and  that  no  debate  which  we  may  have,  will  chugl 
a  p'lnglo  vote^  He  respected  that  gentleman  highly,  and  believed  that  iui 
mind  wa^  made  up,  nnd  it  might  be  the  right  mind.  If  so,  and  the  ^r^t'e* 
man  differed  from  him  (Mr.  M.)  his  arguments  might  convince  him,  u 
bis  mind  was  not  made  up  entirely,  on   this  subject.     When   gentlemen 

fet  up  and  say  that  the  mind  of  no  gentleman  will  be  changed  here,  by 
iscussion,  they  ought  not  to  say  by  that,  that  the  opinions  of  the  whole 
people  of  Pennsylvania  were  fixed,  so  that  all  the  discussion  we  may 
have  here,  will  make  no  change  in  the  opinions  of  the  people  of  the  State. 
Have  the  principles  of  the  Judiciary  ever  been  discussed  ?  If  so,  he  did 
not  know  when  it  was.  He  had  never  heard,  that  the  people  had  discus- 
sed and  decided  this  question.  He  considered  the  mode  of  proceeding, 
which  wc  had  adopted  in  the  first  place,  as  the  must  proper ;  that  is,  that 
we  discuss  the  matter  here,  and  exchange  our  sentiments  on  every  sob- 
jec!,  and  thnn  give  those  reasons  to  the  people  for  their  decision;  but,wti 
it  possible,  that  we  were  to  be  called  upon  in  a  moment,  to  decide  a  ques- 
tion like  this,  without  discussion?  He  hoped  we  had  come  here  for  no 
such  purpose.  H'b  would  inquire  of  the  gentleman  from  Lebanon,  (Mr. 
Seltzer)  and  the  gentleman  from  Indinna,  (Mr.  T.larke)  if  the  very  best 
pioposition  could  not  be  obtained  by  them,  how  they  would  decide  on  tho 
next?    He  had  an  opinion  uf  his  own,  in  relation  to  this  matter,  but  snp- 

Sose  the  decision  of  the  House  was  against  him,   and  there  were  soat 
ozen  of  other  distinct  propositions,  from  which  a  choice  was  to  be  made  t 
Was  he  ready  to  say,  which  he  would  take,  without  hearing  any  debots 
upon  the  subject?    He  had  formed  no  opinion  upon  these  dozen  of  pn>- 
positions,  which  were  entirely  new  to  him.     Then  how  was  it  possiUi 
that  this  great  question  was  to  be  decided  upon  in  throe  or  four  davs.    It 
would  be  mere  child's  pliiy,  to  t:ikc  up  this  subject  now,  in  committee  of 
the  whole.     Wu  would  be  skirmishing  ahout  the  ou\posts,  and  at  the  end 
of  the  four  d»y«,   we  would  not  liave  an  amendment  to  an  amendment 
agreed  upon.     His  opinion  was,  that  there  could  not  he  a  single  amend- 
ment, of  the  dozen  which  will  be  presented  to  our  consideration,  whidi 
can  be  agreed  upon  in  four  days.     Then,  to  proceed  at  this  time,  we 
would  oidy  I)e  considering  the  proposition  of  a  single  individual,  and  aD 
the  rest  would  be  cut  off.     This  was  what  he  did  not  wish  to  see,  but  be 
desired  that  every  gentleman  should  have  the  opportunity  of  bringing  f<»" 
ward  hi3  amend ini^nts,   nnd  at  t!ic  s:ime  time,  he  wanted  those  amend- 
mcnla  to  have  innplc   and  full  consideration,     liut  are  wc  to  decide  this 
great  question  without  ffoing  intj  committee  of  the  whole,  at  all  ?    Is  it 
possible  that  this  Convention  is  pre{)ared  to  take  up  a  quci*tion,  of  snch 
immense  importance  to  the  people  of  the  whole  Commonwealth,  and 
decide  upon  it  by  a  bare  resolution,  without  refering  it  to  a  committee  of 
the  whole  at  all .'     Gentlemen  must  look  at  the  construction  of  this  body, 
when  ihry  bring  forward  such  propositions  as  these.     It  must  be  recol- 
lected thit  we  are  but  a  single  branch,  without  any  of  those  checks,  which 
aie  held  over  oidiririrv  Lciii.s!  itures.     Here  we  have  no  Senate  to  correct 
our  errors,  and  no  Governor  to  review  the  works  of  both  bodies.     Then 
was  it  possible,  that  wc  were  to  be  called  upon  to  act  in  this  sudden  man- 
ner, especially  on  such  a  question,  as  a  change  in  the  Judiciary  of  Penn- 
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evlvania.  Gentlemen  have  said,  that  the  minds  of  members  are  made  up. 
Now  he  apprehended,  they  were  no  more  made  up  than  the  minds  of  a 
jury,  before  they  had  heard  the  evidence,  and  the  arguments  of  the  coun- 
sel. He  took  it  that  this  Convention,  on  this  subject,  stood  precisely  in  this 
condition.  Suppose  tlien,  that  the  gentleman  from  Lebanon  had  a  suit 
depending,  before  a  jury,  and  8upj)ose  he  was  to  be  told  by  the  counsel 
on  the  opposite  side,  that  he  need  not  bring  forward  his  evidence  in  the 
ca«e,  because  the  minds  of  the  jury  were  made  up,  how  would  he  like  it? 
Would  he  venture  his  cause  befoie  a  jury  in  this  manner?  He  appre- 
hended not.  Then  he  took  it,  that  wc  were  not  to  throw  away  all  evi- 
dence, and  all  argument  in  the  decision  of  this  question,  and  decide  it 
upon  the  mere  tattle  of  village,  or  neighborhood  politicians.  If  we  were 
to  decide  questions  upon  the  mere  gossip  of  bar-room  politicians,  we  may 
as  well  throw  away  our  Judiciary,  and  have  our  trials  hereafter,  in  town, 
and  township  meetings.  Wc  have  again  had  up  this  matter  of  expense, 
and  it  has  been  attempted  to  throw  it  upon  tlic  conservatives.  Why,  if 
there  was  nothing  done,  but  what  the  conservatives  did,  we  should  soon 
be  through  our  labors,  and  the  expense  would  be  very  small.  It  is  the 
radicals  who  bring  forward  all  the  propositions,  and  certainly  they  should 
take  their  share  of  the  charge  of  expenses.  Why,  we  have  frequently, 
here,  seen  gentlemen  bring  forward  propobitioas,  which,  they  avowed  at 
the  time,  they  did  not  know  whether  they  would  he  proper  or  not; 
but  they  had  just  occured  to  them,  and  was  it  to  be  supposed,  that  these 
questions  were  to  be  decided  upon  in  a  moment,  when  they  were  entirely 
new,  even  to  the  persons  who  brought  them  forward.  He  took  it  then, 
that  it  was  unfair,  and  uncandid  in  gentlemen,  to  make  these  charges 
against  the  conservatives,  when  they  knew  this  to  be  the  fact. 

He  blamed  ho  gentleman,  for  he  believed  that  no  one  would  offer  an 
amendment  that  he  did  not  think  to  be  right.  But,  how  many  of  us  had 
made  motions,  which  time  had  afterwards  convinced  us  to  be  wrong? 
Although,  many  of  the  amendments  which  were  offered,  might  not  be 
necessary,  still  it  was  our  duty  to  offer  such  as  we  deemed  to  be  proper, 
and  beneficial  in  their  character.  But,  when  gentlemen  got  up  here,  and 
asserted  that  we  were  only  wasting  time  and  the  people's  money,  in  offer- 
ing these  amendments,  he  must  be  permited  to  deny  their  authority  for 
saying  so.  He  had  come  here  as  a  representative  of  a  portion  of  the 
people,  and  he  wished  to  leprcsent  them  fairly,  and  to  the  best  of  his 
abilities ;  and  he  was  determined  to  express  freely  and  openly  his 
opinion  on  whatever  subject  might  come  up  for  consideration,  and  that, 
too,  without  making  any  apology  for  consuming  the  time  of  the  Conven- 
tion. The  gentleman  from  Indiana,  (Mr.  Clarke,)  objected  to  the  Daily 
Chronicle,  not  only  as  a  great  source  of  expense,  but  as  affording  an  in- 
ducement to  members  to  make  speeches,  in  order  that  they  might  see 
themselves  in  print.  He  (Mr.  M.)  knew  not,  exactly,  how  that  might  be 
as  to  some  gentlemen ;  but,  as  regarded  himself,  it  had  no  influence 
whatever.  With  respect  to  the  article  on  the  Judiciary,  he  thought  it 
would  be  entirely  useless  to  tak^  it  up  now,  as  the  day  of  adjournment 
was  not  distant,  and  we  should  not  be  able  by  that  time  to  finish  it.  He 
would,  therefore,  vote  against  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Northampton,  (Mr.  Porter).  If,  however,  the  resolution  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Fayette,  (Mr.  Fuller)  was  to  be  acted  upon,  he  trusted 
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that  we  would  consider  it  merely  as  an  unit.  He  hoped  that  the  Cutt' 
vention  would  go  on,  and  finish  the  article  which  was  before  them  OD 
Saturday,  and  let  the  Consideration  of  the  Judiciary  qtiestion  lie  orertiD 
we  should  meet  again. 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  said  he  thought  it  would   be  wise,  lad. 
perhaps  it  might  settle  the  question,  in  regard   to  the  original  resolnlioi« 
were  gentlemen  to  look  at  the  act  calling  this  Convention  together.    Thst 
act  says,  that,  *'  an  election  shall  be  held  in  the  several  election  distrieli 
of  this  Commcmwealth,  on  the  first  Friday  in  November  next,  for  tbi 
choice  of  delegates  to  a  Convention,  to  submit  amendments  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  State  to  a  vote  of  the  people  thereof,  &c/'     And,  it  wm 
because  such  was  the  provision  of  this  act,  that  he  supposed  that  if  we 
were  to  go  into  the  consideration  of  the  subject  at  all,  we  ought  to  doao 
in  such  a  way  as  that  the  result  of  our  labors  would  be  in  a  state  lo 
submit  to  the  people.     Now,  what  was  the  resolution  proposed  by  tht 
gentleman  from  Fayette  ?     Did  it  propose  that  the  amendments  nuoe  to 
the  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania,  should  be  suhmited  to  a  vote  of  the 
people  thereof  ?     No,  it  did  not.     It  was — "  Resolved^  That  the  ofiea 
of  the  Judcres  of  the  Supreme  Court,  ought  to  be  limited  to  a  term  of 
years".     •*  Ihsolved^  That  the  oflTices  of  the  Judges  of  the  several  Courts 
of  Common  Picsis,  District  Courts,  Orphan's  Courts,  and  Courts  of  Qnaitci 
Sessions  and  Oyer  and  Terminer-  ought  to  be  limited  to  a  term  of  yean'*. 
By  the  way,  in  regard  to  the  last  resolution,  if  we  came  to  act  on  it, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  strike  out  all  that  follows  "  District  Courti"— 
the    Judges    of   the  Common    Pleas  exercising  jurisdiction   over  tht 
other  courts,  ex  officio.     But,  the  resolution  did  not  bring  the  mind  of  the 
Convention  to  any  delinitc  action  on  the  subject  matter,  for  which  the 
peo|)le  had  sent  us  here.     We  were  sent  here  to  propose  amendments. 
What  did  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette  propose?    Why, 
that  we  should  exji^-ess  our  sentiments  to  the  people  at  large — not  in  the 
shape  of  a  Constitution,  to  be  submited  to  their  vote,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  informing   them   what  was  our  opinion    on  certain  subjects.    The 
question  to   be  considered,  was — which  was  best  for  the  people— thit 
submited  hy  the  fircntleman  from  Fayette,  or  the  one  submited  by  him, 
(Mr.  Porter)  ?     Now,  in  relation  to  the  resolution  proposed  by  himidf, 
it  would  ^oe  seen  it  proposed  to  take  up  the  subject  in  the  same  way  M 
every  other  branch  of  the  Constitution.     And,  why  should  we  not?    C«i 
it  be,  or  will  it  be  said,  by  any  delegate  on  this  floor,  that  the  administnr 
tion  of  justice  in  the  Commonwealth  was  not  of  equal  importance  to  any 
other  provision  in  the  Constitution  ?     He  apprehended  that  there  was  not 
one  but  what  would  admit,  that  it  was  as  great  a  subject  as  any  other  that 
could  be  brought  forward  for  the  consideration  of  this  body.     The  quee* 
tion  was,  whetlier  those  entrusted  with  the  administration  of  the  hW| 
were  capable  of  doing  so — whether  they   were  honest   and   honorable 
men  ?     He  confessed,  freely,  that  he  had  never  entertained  two  opinions 
about  the  matter,  and  that  he  was  for  going  for  any  proposition  that  would 
place  the  ablest  lawyers  on  the  benches  of  the  courts.     As  he  had  aaid 
before,  so  he  would  say  now,  that  his  preference  was,  for  the  tenure  for 
good  behavior.     He  believed  it   to  be  the  best.     And,  if  that  should  not 
be  successful,  then  he  would  go  for  that  which  might  be  deemed  the  next 
best.     He  did  not  believe  that  an  able  man  would  quit  an   honorable  pro- 
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fetsion,  for  the  sake  of  serving  the  public  a  number  of  yenrs,  when  he 
would  lealize  less  by  doing  so,  than  by  remaining  where  he  was.  The 
only  possible  way,  in  his  opinion,  was  to  raise  the  salary  in  a  propor- 
tionate degree.  The  services  of  many  highly  talented  and  intelligent 
gentlemen  had  been  lost  to  the  State,  owing  to  the  insufficiency  of  the 
salary.  He  asked  gentlemen  to  ponder  well  on  the  subject,  as  one 
worthy  of  some  consideration.  He  apprehended  that  the  proposition  of 
the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  ought  not  to  be  adopted.  It  merely  pro- 
posed to  setde  an  abstract  question,  which  was  not  a  legitimate  part  of 
our  duties  here. 

He  contended  that  the  subject  of  the  Judiciary  was  entitled  to  the  same 
consideration  and  discussion  as  that  of  the  oath  of  oilice.  With  regard  to 
the  waste  of  time  wliich  some  gentlemen  complained  of,  no  more  had  been 
consumed  than  was  to  be  expected  from  a  body  as  large  as  the  Convention. 
He  agreed  that  the  Conventions  which  were  convened  to  revise  the  Con- 
fltituttons  of  New  York,  Virginia,  and  even  Delaware,  consumed  more 
time  than  had  been  spent  on  subjects  which  had  received  the  action  of  this 
Convention.  Now,  supposing  that  the  resolutions  were  adopted  which 
the  gentleman  proposp.d,  what  end  would  be  gained  by  it  ?  He  tliuught 
nothing,  for  we  should  settle  notiiing  until  we  came  to  a  term  of  years ; 
mnd  one  gendeman  had  said  twenty  years — another  dfiecn,  and  another 
ten.  He  hoped  that  we  would  go  into  the  consideration  of  the  subject, 
and  come  to  such  a  conclusion  hs  that  it  could  be  laid  before  the  people. 
But,  it  was  said  that  this  course  of  pioceeding  was  adopted  in  1790.  So 
it  was,  and  it  was  not  his  fault  that  it  was  not  now.  He  had  proposed, 
at  an  early  period,  that  we  should  take  up  the  Constitution,  and  discuss  it 
article  by  article,  until  wc  should  gel  through.  If  that  proposition  had 
been  acceded  to,  the  general  principles  would  have  been  settled  by  the 
body,  and  it  would  have  been  an  easy  task  for  tlie  Committee  to  have  put 
them  in  a  proper  form.  However,  the  Convention  thought  proper  to 
adopt  a  different  course,  and  to  refer  each  article  to  a  distinct  and  separate 
standing  Committee,  and  we  had  gone  on  and  passed  through  all  with  the 
exception  of  three.  In  opposing  this  course  of  proceeding,  he  was  over- 
niled.  It  was  said,  and  it  was  the  only  fea^ilblc  objection  that  could  be 
offered,  as  he  apprehended,  that  we  should  not  have  to  go  through  the 
Constitution.     This  time  would  tell. 

With  regard  to  the  piesent  subject,  he  was  by  no  means  sure  whether 
it  would  not  be  as  well  to  let  the  people  have  an  oppoiiunity  of  expressing 
their  opinions  on  it,  and  whether  all  the  purposes  of  passing  this  resolution 
would  not  be  answered.  The  people  could  then  give  the  subject  that  ex- 
amination and  consideration  which  it  deserved,  between  now  and  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Convention.  And,  if  they  should  think  proper  to  instruct 
U8,  they  could  do  so,  without  the  opinions  of  the  members  of  this  body 
operating,  one  way  or  the  other,  on  their  minds.  He  contended  that  there 
existed  no  necessity  whatever  for  considering  this  subject  in  a  diflcrent 
manner  from  the  others.  The  other  subjects,  already  disposed  of,  had 
occupied  a  great  deal  of  time,  and  he  was  willing  to  admit  that  the  pre- 
eent  was  one  of  great  importance,  and  should  be  cahnly  and  deliberately 
considered. 

No  country  had  ever  lost  its  liberty  while  its  Judiciary  remained  inde- 
pendent and  uncorrupted,  and  he  apprehended  that  it  never  would.     But, 

▼OL.  Ill  m4 
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when  Judges  lost  their  independence  by  stooping  to  power,  and  becoming 
the  insttuinents  of  tyrannical  rulers,  then  the  lives,  and  liberties,  and  wo- 
pcrty  of  citizens  are  insecure.     It  was  the  tyranny  of  the  Courts  ofEi|- 
fand  which  contributed,  perhaps   more  than  any  other  cause,  to  prodoee 
the  Revolution.     It  was  when  tlie  Judges  lent  themselves  to  he  the  exfr 
cutioners  and  avengers  of  the  Crown,  thai  the  people  rose  and  orerthicv 
the  Government ;  and  in  that  country,  after  having  gone  through  a  period  of 
bloodshed  and  anarchy  under  a  new  form  of  Government,   at  length  the 
people  returned  to  a  Mimarchial  system,  to  put  an  end  to  all   the  hontm 
and  confusion  that  prevailed.     He  would  ask  if  it  was  not  one  of  the 
ehargcs  made  by  America,  in  her  Declaration  of  Independence,  against 
the  King  of  Great  Britain,  that  he  made  the  Judges  dependent  upon  hii 
will  and  pleasure  ?     Was  il  not  one  of  the  causes  which  led  to  the  Decla- 
ration of  Independence,  and  which   dissolved  our  connexion  with  the 
British  Crown?     Now,  he  would  inijuire,   what  wa«   the  clifTerence  be- 
tween a  man  holding  his  oilice  at  the  beck  and  nod  of  a  tyrant  Kinf,  or 
the  beck  and  nod  of  a  Governor,  or  those  who  make  the   Governor!    He 
must  conform  to  his  views  and  wislies,  or  not  continue  in  office.    Will 
a  man  not  be  likely  to  have  fewer  iin])roper  influences  operating  aponhif 
mind,    when  he  has  but  one  to  please,  than  when  he  has  the  opinion  of 
one  hundred,  or  a  whole  comnuniity,  to  conform  himself  to  ?    And,  wen 
the  people  prepared  for  this,  that  Judicial  stations  should  be  filled  by  poli* 
ticians — men  who  retain  their  places  by  their  subserviency  ?     No,  he  wai 
sure  they  were  not.     He  knew  that  there  were  minds  which  would  rise 
superior  to  ull  this,  and  would  yield  themselves  a  willing  sacrifice  on  the 
altar  of  their  country.     But,  human  nature  was  fiaiU  and  it  required  more 
thau  ordinary  nerve  to  do  it.     lie  maintained,  then,  that  the  Judictarr 
should  be  perfectly  independent  and  uncontrolled :  and  he  tnisted  thst 
whenever  the  question  came  up.  it  w  otild  be  discussed  with  that  fcelingot 
responsibilhy  and  caie,  whicli  had  chai-acterizcd  our  courne  in  reference  to 
other  subjects.     Some  ixputleman  had  said  that  to  accede  to  his  (Mr.  Pob- 
ter's)  proposition,  would  be  to  prevent  our  a<ljourning  at  the  time  fixed. 
He,  however,  did  not  think  so.     It  merely  proposed  that  the  Commitice 
should  go  on  to  consider  the  report  in  re;]rard  to  the  ollicial  tenure  of  the 
Judges,  and  that  it  should  be  the  order  of  the  day  until  dii^posedof.    Bat, 
if  it  should  not  be  disposed  of  by  the  day  of  adjournment,  it  would  be  the 
subject  first  in  order,  on  the  nvassembling  of  the  Convention. 

He  was  opposed  to  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentlemui 
from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickky),  because  he  did  not  wish  to  alter  the  day  of 
adjournment.  'V^'e  had  solemnly  agiced  to  adjourn  on  the  lith,  andhe 
therefore  did  not  wish  to  do  any  thing  which  would  put  this  body  iaao 
inconsistent  attitude.  To  say  tlie  least  of  it,  then,  if  ihe  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  Beaver  was  out  of  order,  the  Chair  was  right  in  so  deciding; 
but,  yet  it  was  suflicicntly  incongruous  for  the  Convention  to  reject  it  on 
that  account.  No  good  could  result  from  rescinding  the  resolution,  for  the 
reasons  which  had  been  stated  on  a  former  occasion,  and  which  seemed 
satisfactory  to  the  Convention.  Not  less  than  twentv-one  members  were 
absent  at  this  time.  And  if  this  place  had  not  yet  become  sicklv,  there 
were  many  who  apprehended  that  it  would  be  so.  It  could  not  he  expec- 
ted that  men  who  had  been  so  long  absent  from  their  families,  would  bare 
as  much  patience  now,  as  when  they  should  re-assemble— when  tbtf 
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eonldffo  through  the  article.  lie,  for  one,  would  not  be  willing  to  lit 
after  Friday,  and  he  believed  that  it  would  be  found  that  a  maiority  of  the 
Convention  was  not.  He  wished  to  have  a  vole  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Beaver,  in  order  to  see  it  decided,  that  the  subject  should 
be  taken  up  in  regular  order. 

Mr.  KoMGMACHER,  of  Lancaster,  moved  that  the  resolution,  together 
with  the  amendments,  be  indetinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  hoped  iliat  that  would  not  be  done,  and  that 
the  motion  would  be  deckled  hy  yeas  and  nnys.  If  the  t  'onvention  did 
not  rescind  the  resolution  to  adjourn,  he  would  move  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution,  as  originally  oifered  by  tlie  gentleman  from  Fayette.  Now, 
that  would  be  decided  by  voting  down  tlie  umcndment  to  the  amendment, 
which  contemplated  rescindincr  the  period  fixed  for  the  adjournment.  He 
would  put  it  to  gentlemen,  and  to  the  mover  of  the  resolution,  in  relation 
to  the  Judiciary,  to  say  whether,  in  the  four  days  we  had  left,  there  wan 
time  to  discuss  the  very  important  principle  involved  in  that  question  , 
and  whether,  too,  it  should  he  left  in  an  unfinished  condition.  Every 
member  ought  to  have  a  full  and  ample  opportunity  afforded  him  of  dis- 
cussing it,  and  not  be  cut  olT  with  the  previous  question.  He  thought 
that  it  would  be  better  to  rescind  the  resolution,  four  days  hence,  in  order 
to  give  time  for  a  full  consideration  of  the  subject.  In  regard  to  an  ad- 
journment, he  was  determined  to  vote  against  it.  He  could  not  under- 
stand why  there  hnd  been  a  change  of  opinion,  in  reference  to  adjourn* 
ment,  within  a  few  days.  The  farmers,  a  few  days  ago,  when  a  motion 
was  made  to  adjourn,  in  consequence  of  the  wheat  har\est,  told  the  Con- 
vention that,  since  they  hud  acce{)tcd  the  task  from  the  people  of  revising 
the  Constitution,  they  were  deleimined  to  do  their  duly ;  and  the  reform- 
ers declared  that  they  would  not  vote  to  adjourn,  but  would  leave  their 
bones  here,  rather  than  desert  their  posts,  and  leave  the  business  half  fin- 
ished. Why  was  this  chan{;o  ?  He  believed  that  the  course  of  some 
gentlemen  could  be  explained.  Th.cy  wore  afraid  to  submit  the  amend- 
ments in  October  next.  They  were  afraid  that  the  people  would  ratify 
them,  and  that  an  honest  Governor  would  have  the  appointment  of  the 
Judges.  This  may  have  been  the  cause  why  the  change  has  come  over 
tliese  reformers,  that  they  are  ready  to  take  their  hones  home,  rather  than 
leave  them  here.  He  believed  that  it  was  a  political  manccuvre  of  the 
Van  Buren  party,  I)ecausc  they  feared  that  if  the  amendments  were  ratifi- 
ed by  the  people  in  October,  the  appointments  would  not  be  confined  to 
iheir  party.  He  believed  that  this  delay,  and  uimecessary  expense  of  an 
adjournment,  was  in  conscquei'.cc  of  a  hope,  that  in  1838,  they  would 
have  a  Governor  of  their  own. 

f  Here  the  PREsinnNT  called  the  gentleman  to  order."' 

Ml.  DicKKY  resumed  :  The  gentleman  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Clarke)  had 
alluded  to  this  subject,  and  surely  he  (^Ir.  D.)  would  be  pennited  to  re- 
ply. He  would  ha\e  iicnticinen  rcnunihf  r  ihal  the  people  were  iwt  to 
be  treated  this  way  with  iiupunily.  The  IiosiCbt  Governor  would  be  re- 
elected, and  tlic  honor,  interfsi,  and  credit  of  the  Commonweallh  would 
be  sustuined.  The  gentleman  had  intimated  thai  the  people  expected  us 
to  act  on  oilier  t'.ibjt'cl.s,  ilian  thofco  embraced  in  the  resolution.  He  (Mr. 
Dickey]  supposetl  ihe  gentleman  rofticd  lo  the  celebrated  minority  report 
on  the  subject  of  the  currency  and  corporations.     The  evidence  of  public 
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opinion  was  against  him.    The  people  required  no  change  in  regard  to  ci- 
ther.  The  recent  election  had  confirmed  that.    He  had  heard  it  hinted  diat 
a  Constitution,  with  the  corporations  and  cnrrency  in  it,  would  be  spmng 
upon  tlie  Convention,  and  carried  through  by  the  aid  of  the  previous  quet- 
tion.     Such  an  attempt  might  he  made,  and  he  warned  ^ntlemen  to  be 
on  their  ^ard.     The  gentleman  from  Indiana  had  adverted  to  the  necessi- 
ty of  acting  upon  the  subject  of  the  public  works.     He  (Mr.  D.)  wasv 
anxious  to  do   it,   and  to  adopt  such  means  as  should  have  the  effect  of 
gnardin^  the  officers  entrusted  with  their  superintendence  a^inst  pofiticd 
influence,  as  the  gentleman,  himself,  could  possibly  be.     He  should  fas 
happy  to  co-operate  with  the  gentleman  in  this  woik.     A  great  deal  had 
been  said  in  relation  to  the  expenses  of  the  Convention,  and  the  Daily 
Chronicle,  and  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  throw  the  blame  upon  the 
conservatives,  and  those  who  acted  with  them.     Now,  the  resolution  came 
from  the  reform  side  of  the  body,  and  he  (Mr.  D.)  votetl  for  it;  and  when 
it  was  carried  by  their  votes,  he  was  unwilling  to  discontinue  it.     Did  the 
people  ask  for  the  discontinuance  of  the  Daily  Chronicle  ?     No*— ibey 
did  not.     The  people  wished  to  learn  what  we  were  about.     'Ilien,  why 
would  prenilemen  deprive  the  pciople  of  a  channel,  by  which  they  leini 
their  sayings  and  doings  I  Let  the  gentlemen  who  introduced  the  paper— 
who  were  the  first  to  encourage  expense,  take  the  ci^edit,  or  the  bbme, 
which  attached  to  the  matter.     As  to  the  consumption  of  time,  by  makiof 
speeches,  and  offering  resolutions,  he  might  not  be  free  from  the  chaife 
of  contributing  something  towards  the  expenses.      He   contended  that 
those  gentlemen  who  pretended  to  be  exclusively  for  reform,  had  submit- 
ed  the  greatest  number  of  resolutions,  and  made  the  longest  speeches,  of 
any  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  Convention,    If,  then,  there  was  any 
odium  to  be  attached  any  where,  in  regard  to  expenses  incured,  and  time 
wasted,  it  belonged  to  the  reformers,  and  the  reconls  would  show  that.— 
"With  respect  to  the  resolution  proposing  that  the  Convention  do  adjourn 
on  the  14th  instant,  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  rescinded,  and  that  the 
amendments  which  the  people  called  for,  would  be  agreed  to,  and  sabmit- 
ed  to  them  in  October  next. 

Ml.  M'Caiien,  of  Philadelphia,  said  that  he  had  listened  attentive!y  to 
the  remarkfi  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickey)  and  he  thouffat 
that  afier  the  admonition  we  had  received,  we  ought  to  hesitate  some  time 
before  we  agreed  to  follow  his  lead,  or  to  take  his  counsel.  The  gentleman 
'  had  recognized  among  those  who  voted  lor  an  adjournment,  a  number  of 
those  who  were  called  "  reformers".      He  was  sure  that  the  gentleman 
from  Beuver  would  have  felt  him.velf  honored  in  ranking  among  that  num- 
ber, and  he  now  entered  hi^  protest  against  the  gentleman  rallying  in  the 
same  day,  the  **  conservatives"  and   the  '•  reformers"  ;  he  fc»r  one  of  the 
latter  branch,  would  not  recognize  the  command,  doubting  the  sincerity  nf 
the  gentleman  towards  the  •'  reformers"'.     He  (Mr.  M'Cahen)  was  some- 
what at  a  loss  to  understand  the  motives  of  the  gentleman  in  presenting 
this  view  of  the  matter  which  he  had,  and  thua  causing  excitement.     He 
(Mr.  M'C.)  had  been  told  thrit  a  certain  speech  was  to  be  delivered,  ami 
that  an  adjournment  was  to  be  moved  by  one  party,  but  that  lbs  conse- 
quences of  it  were  to  be  thrown  on  the  other.      He  had  heard,  too,  that 
doubts  were  entertained  of  the  election  of  a  certain  gentleman,  as  Senator 
from  a  western  district,  shotild  he  continue  a  member  of  the  Convention. 
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mnd  he  had  also  learned,  that  a  Constitution  was  to  be  introduced  and  carried 
iti  two  days — that  all  difficulties  would  be  cleared  awav — and  that  the  de- 
bate  would  be  cut  ofT  by  the  pievious  question.  He  did  not,  and  would 
not,  charge  any  j^ntlcman  with  having  recommended  tliis  course,  but  it 
came  to  him  in  tlie  shape  of  u  report,  and  it  must  %o  out  in  the  same  char- 
acter. How  could  that  gentleman  con  template  such  a  course,  when  he 
now  condemned  it  with  so  much  apparent  zenl.  Now,  ihe  gentleman 
seemed  to  be  friendly  to  the  conservatives,  if  he  (Mr.  M'C.)  understood 
him  correctly,  charpred  the  reformers  with  retnnling  the  despatch  of  busi- 
ness, and  causing  the  expenses  so  much  com  plained  of.  This  was  the 
first  time  that  he  had  heard  the  sreutlemnn  rally  the  conservatives.  Had 
he  abandoned  the  friends  of  reform,  and  gone  over  to  those  opposed  to  any 
alteration,  simply  to  get  rid  of  the  difllculty  which  eflectcd  his  personal 
convenience  ?  He  (Mr.  M'C.)  would  he  sorry  that  the  Convention  should 
lose  his  valuable  services.  He  would  feel  great  regret.  He  trusted  that 
ihe  proposition  to  rescind  would  not  prevail,  and  that  the  Convention 
would  adjourn  to  meet  again  in  October  next,  when  such  amendments 
would  be  made,  and  being  then  submitted,  would,  he  trusted,  meet  the 
approbation  of  the  people. 

He  would  vote  against  rescindinsr,  because  he  thoucfht  that  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  it  would  be  impolitic  to  do  so.  He  confessed,  that  he 
should  like  the  subject  of  the  Judiciary  to  be  brought  before  the  Conven- 
tion, and  hp  would  oppose  the  application  of  the  previous  question  in  ref- 
erence to  it.  He  should  be  glad  to  lienr  the  views  of  the  geuilejiien  who 
well  understood  the  subject,  and  also,  \\\ys\  those  views  should  go  forth  to 
the  public,  and  then  when  we  met  again  in  October  next,  we  should  be  able 
to  act  with  a  perfect  understandin:;  of  the  matter.  He  would  conchide  by 
expressing  his  hope  that  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  would  not  pre* 
▼ail. 

Mr.  HiESTER,  of  Lancaster,  said  that  when  the  geuticmuu  I'rom  Lancas- 
ter proposed  his  rcfoluiion,  he  (Mr,  H.)  had  voIcmI  for  taking  it  up,  because 
he  was  in  hope  that  something!  would  be  said  on  the  subject  of  Judicial 
tenure.  However,  on  further  reflection  this  morning,  ho  w:is  opposed  lo 
its  consideration.  The  reason  w:is,  because  it  was  so  indefiniic  in  its 
terms,  that  he  could  see  no  advantage  that  could  be  derived  from  ii.  With 
regard  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Northampton,  to  go  into 
committee  of  the  wiiole  on  'he  Judiciary  question,  he  was  in  favor  of  it  the 
other  day,  and  had  voted  agtiiiisi  taking  np  the  sixth,  in  order  that  the  fifih 
might  be  considered  in  regular  oi*der.  Now,  he  thougli!,  that  it  was  too 
Ittc  to  tnkc  it  up.  as  the  *Iny  urndinurnfiieiit  v»as  fixed.  He  v.as  op]»osed 
to  all  adjournment?.  He  wislird  the  work  lo  I'o  tlni^he(l  before  we  went 
home.  Now,  however,  it  would  bo  unwise  fj  rescind  ihe  order.  We 
had  already  8[»ent  several  »Iays  en  llie  qucvlion  «:f  adjoninmeni,  and  we 
had,  from  time  to  lime  ti'.Krn  it  i!p,  and  rnn.vidtreil  it  and  rejected  it,  until 
at  length,  on  Friday  l:»s!,  \V.v  in:ijuriiy  siMTcei'ird  in  (•ht;iinini'a  vote  for  an 
adjournment  till  rext  OrJr»!jer.  It  wi-s  vwwv.  -.injiarcnt  tlial  gentlemen 
were  cjuilo  nuf  eli'ed.  and  he,  for  one.  \\\A  ni:;de  i:p  his  uiin  1  lo  adjourn, 
because  he  believed  th:.l  we  were  noi  in  acinic  to  do  bi:siness  as  we  ought 
to  do  it.  Uurlprfh-'SR  cisve.i'isip.uo??,  h?  v.tiulJ  vote  for  the  iudefmite 
postponcmeui  of  the  bulijcet,  in  order  that  wc  micfht  pror.ced  to  business 
in  the  regular  order — taking  up  for  consideration  the  different  sectione  of 
the  fixth  article  of  the  Constitution. 
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Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  said,  that  he  should  vote  for  the  iodefSnitt 
postponement,  because  he  thought  that  after  an  adjoumment  of  a  few 
weeks,  we  would  then  be  more  in  a  condition  lo  give  the  snbjecis,  refered 
to  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  that  sober  attention,  anil  that  calm  and 
eool  deliberation,  which  they  demanded.  lie  had  understood  liis  worthy 
friend  n^  assenting  to  an  ndjournmeut,  in  order  to  cflfect  so  desirable  an  ob- 
ject. Under  existing  ciirumstnnces,  we  were  not  in  a  frame  of  mind  to 
discuss  any  subject  of  importunco,  and  to  lay  our  opinions  before  the  peo- 

pie. 

Mr.  DvNLOp,  of  Franklin,  said  he  would  be  pleased  if  the   Convention 
would  agree  to  the  motion  for  the  postponement  of  the  suhjert,  as  it  was 
no  time  now  to  discuss  a  matter  of  so  much  importance.     I  am,  sir,  said 
he,  a  whic — a  mere  whig — whose  only  policy  was  bin  country's  good;  a 
man  merely  of  business,  or  at  least,  one  who  wished  to  he  so,  and  owned 
no  party,  but  that  which  promoted  employment — a  mere  working  man. 
who  kiiifw  of  no  plots  and  caucuses,  (that  have  been  so  freely  alluded  lo,) 
either  to  hurry  or  retnrd  the  business  before  the   Convention  :  he  owned 
no  pron^ptor  in  politics  but  sincerity,  and  lent  him£elf  to  no  devices  incon- 
sistent M'iih  straight  forward  integrity.     1  am  unwilling,  therefore,  lo  be- 
lieve, sir.  said  he,  in  the  tricks  and  contrivences  of  others ;  to  hope  that 
nothing  was  intrr>duccd,  fxcej)!  with  the  pljjinesl  purpntfps  an'.^  sinceiest 
intentions.     I  will  not  lend  myself  to  the  opinion,  thatihr  j^entleman  from 
Fayette,  ^Mr.  Fillku,)  has  introduced  this  resolution  with  siny  other  than 
an  ingenuous  purpose.     I  believe  that  gentleman  to  be  an  honest  man, and 
above  the  little  arts  of  deceit:  I  cannot  :!gree  that  he  has  acted  with  dccep 
lious  views,  and  that  he  has  been  msule  the  tool  of  sinister  designs.  I  have 
too  {rood  an  opinion  of  that  niember-^an  opinion  justifled  by  all  that  I 
have  witnessed  in  him  hero,  to  admit  that  he  wi^hes  to  impose  upon  us, 
or  to  believe  that  this  resolution  has  been  tl\e  result  of  cauruj«  plots,  to  de- 
lude us;  but  I  hope,  as  1  hilieve.  that  every  gentleman  l)crc  will  act  upon 
each  proposal,  as  disconnected  with  party,  or  manu'uvre,  und  upon  its  own 
abstract  merits.     But,  sir,  liatl  this  resolution  ceme  from  a  less  suspicions 
quarter.  I  should  have  viewed  it  with  no  little  scruple;  and  as  it  is.  Mr. 
President,  I  cannot  but  wonder  how  it  cumrs  to  pass  that  the  gentleman 
from  F*aycitc  hasoflered  it  now.  at  ii:is  closing  period  of  our  session,  when 
so  many  membeis  are  absent — whou  so  much  listlessness  prevails  in  this 
body,  and  when  so  \cry  short  n  time  must  intervene  before  we  disperse. 
nut,  is  it  not  odd  tliat  tiie   gentleman  from   Fayette  .should  introduce  this 
n^vc,  momr  nious  sulijecl  now.  sir,  v.litn  he  voted  as/ainst  taking  it  up  so 
longaco  as  th.c  *2H\\\  of  .li:ne  .'     If  the  ecimmittee  Mill  turn  to  the  pase  of 
the  Journal,  thi  y  will  tliul  iliat  Mr.  Mkrfdith  moved  to  go  into  oonsmit- 
tee  of  the  whole,  i;poi»  i!ic  report  of  the  standinjr  committee  on  the  tixih 
article,  with  the  obvious  view  of  pribsing  by  the  important  subject  of  the 
fifth  artirle.  -on  the  .liulieiary/j  until  the  Coinention  was  more  disposed  to 
consider  it  unwelv.     I  tlnd,  sir.  anionir  the  avi-s  and  noes  on   iliat  motion, 
the   name  «if  one   *•  ri'i,i.x:R",   m  the   liiirniotive.     1    presume,  howiier 
Strang!*  it  may  set  in    i'(»\v,   .'ir.  il.at  that   luiuie  belongs  to  the  geniUni'in 
I'rom  Fuyt  ite.     1    know,  sir,  (jjivinif  Mr.   1'.  a  most  inquiring  Irok.)  but 
i»ne  Ft'Li.Lii  in  this  HGu^c.     Yes,  ^ir,  iijis  tlie   grntiiinanifrom  Fsyctie; 
it  must  be  he.  who  thoi!i»Jii  tlijit  th<'  C8ih  of  .lune  was  tf?o  Inte  lo  take  up 
this  'mpor!:.ni  «iu<  sti»iu.  r»nd  row  ihink^  it  can  be  done  in  a  twinkling!     I 
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should  be  glad  to  know,  sir,  what  cantrip  sleights,  what  tricks  of  party 
have  changed  the  gentleman's  views  so  totally,  so  effectually. 

But,  sir,  said  Mr.  D.  before  I  enter  upon  the  investigation  of  the  merits 
of  this  matter,  I  wish  to  say,  sir,  that  I  have  not  risen  so  much  to  urge  the 
postponement  of  this  subject  before  us,  as  to  deplore  the  fate  of  Guyer — 
''the  indefatigable  Guyek'*— and  I  do  it,  sir,  in  tears.  How  comes  it,  sir, 
that  the  gentleman  from  India!ia.  (Mr.  Clarkr,)  can  blunder  into  no  trrjr 
— Ihat  his  friends  can  make  no  false  or  foolish  step,  but  that  poor  Gdyer 
inust  be  continually  licked  for  it  ?  I  use  the  word  licked,  as  one  most  in- 
telligible to  the  gentleman  himself,  and  perfectly  familiar  to  his  constitu- 
ents of  Indiana.  Why  is  it,  sir,  that  Guyer  is  the  scape-goat  of  all  the 
faults  and  errors  of  the  gentleman  and  his  friends?  When  a  radical  mem- 
ber introduces  an  ill-judged  measure,  the  mischief  must  he  saddled  upon 
the  Daily  Chronicle :  when  the  gentleman  is  rated  about  the  expenses  into 
which  he  and  his  party  of  reformers  arc  plunging  the  State,  he  falls  upon 
Guyer  !  Poor  Guyer,  like  the  helpless  Scipio  in  Gil  Blas,  is  tlogged 
for  every  error,  and  blunder,  and  negligence  of  his  master!  Every  letter 
which  the  nobleman's  son  learned,  as  we  are  informed  by  the  immortal 
novelist,  cost  poor  8ciPio  a  most  effectual  drubbing :  and  so  every  speech 
with  which  the  gentleman  instructs  the  Convention,  at  the  expense  of  the 
Commonwealth,  costs  poor  Guyer  a  pummeliug  at  his  hands  !  If  you 
tell  the  gentleman  that  his  friends,  the  radicals,  are  costing  their  fellow 
citizens  nine  hundred  and  sixty-seven  dollars,  as  the  daily  expenses  of  our 
Reform  Convention,  he  forthwith  falls  on  Guyer  !  If  vou  arcruc  that  the 
eourse  pursued  by  himself  or  his  friends,  is  iuconsisient  with  their  pro- 
fessions, uncourtoous  to  their  opponents,  and  dangerous  to  the  community, 
he  sallies  out  and  belabors  the  Daily  Chronicle!  Poor  Guyer!  how  in- 
eonsolable  would  be  his  fate,  were  he  not  so  placid  and  imperturbable  ? — 
And  how  deplorable  would  be  the  situation  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
if  he  had  not  Gitver  to  bear  his  blunders  and  his  blows  ? 

But,  sir,  tlie  gentleman  fiom  Indiana,  amidst  his  other  vagaries,  ha* 
wandered  into  charges  against  the  conservatives,  of  endeavoring  to  distract 
the  attention  of  the  Convention,  from  lime  to  time,  and  to  protract  their 
proceedings.  Who  is  meant  as  doing  so,  it  is  difficult  to  ascertain,  as  the 
con8er\'atives  arc  reduced  to  a  very  few.  We  have  become  nearly  all  re- 
formers, to  a  certain  extent ;  but,  I  presume,  the  member  means  all  those 
who  do  not  exactly  agree  with  himself,  none  else  being  of  the  truly  accu- 
rate. Sir,  the  gentleman  charges  members  with  using  improper  means, 
of  pursuing  a  censurable  course  with  sinister  motives  to  protract  debate, 
and  prevent  conclusion :  and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  tells  us  he  does  not 
blame  such  conduct — that  it  is  nil  fair  and  proper!  To  be  deceptions, 
meets  his  entire  approval— docs  it?  I'o  net  under  false  pretences,  meets 
with  his  approbation  !  I  do  not  understand  such  logic.  Deceit,  sir,  is  as 
unbecoming  a  gentleman  heie  as  eKsewiicre,  however  it  may  agree  with 
the  gentleman's  morality  to  approve  of  it.  Falsehood  and  fraud  are  at 
odions  in  one  place  as  another,  however  much  some  politicians  may  think 
to  the  contrary. 

Here  Mr.  D.  said  he  had  much  to  say,  and  would  move  that  the  Con- 
Tention  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  a^ed  to ;  and 

The  CoQveQtioa  adjourned. 
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MONDAY  AFTERNOON— JoLY  10. 

The  Convention  being  called  to  order, 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Komiomacher  to  poitpoiM 
indefinitely  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Fuller,  and  the  amendments. 

Mr.  DoRAX  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  whirh  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  tlicn  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Kon'xoxacher,  and 
decided — veas,  41 ;  nays,  60 — as  follows : 

YzAi — Mp^rs.  Ayre.4.  Bnldivin,  Barclay,  Bartiitz,  Bayne,  Bell,  Biddle,  Brown,  of 
Lancaster,  Curcy,  Chambers,  Chandler  of  Philadelphia,  Chnuncey,  Clarke  of  Baatcr, 
Cline,  Cupe,  Craig.  Crum,  Cunningham,  Dailngftin,  Farrelly,  Forvmrd,  F.y,  Harris^ 
Hieater,  Hopkin^nn,  Houpt,  Jenks,  KnniRniacher,  Long,  Macliy,  M*CaII,  M'Sbanr, 
Merrill,  Pennypicker,  Pullork,  Porter  of  Lnnciaier.  Porter  of  Northampton.  Reifail, 
Rosaell,  Saeger,  Scrrill,  S.ll,  Snively,  Thomas,  TodJ,  Young,  Sergeant,  JPre»idtni^^7, 

Nats — Mps4r».  Agnc-v,  Banks,  Barndollar,  Bedford.  Brown  of  NorlUinBpto.-uBrova 
of  Philadelphia.  Builer,  Clapp,  Clark  of  Dauphin.  Clarke  of  Indiana,  Cleivinger,  Codi' 
ran,  Cununin,  Ciirll,  Darmh,  Dickey,  Dickerson,  Dillingcr,  Donnell,  Doran.  Earle,  Flail- 
ing, Fuller,  Gat  I  tlilr,  Gcarhart,  Gilmoro,  GrenoU,  Ha^ttinirir,  Hayhnrst,  Relfen^tein.  H^ 
Hyde,  Ini;er8rjil.  Kiim.  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Krehs,  M*Cahen,  Merkel.  Miller,  Montgomcrr, 
Nevin,  Overfield,  Purviance,  Read,  Riter,  Ritier.  Kogera,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Scheeiz,  Sh^ 
lito,  Smyth,  Sierigc.e,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Tagi^art,  Weaver,  Weidmiin,  While — 60. 

The  qiiesiiou  recuring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Dickey  to  amend  thi 
amendment, 

Mr.  Dickey  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Dickey,  and 
decided — yens,  32 ;  nays,  79 — as  follows : 

Yeas — Mcs.^rv.  Agnew,  Ayrcs,  Bankn,  Barndollar,  Bamitz,  Bayne.  Butler,  Clarke  of 
Beaver.  Clark  of  Dauphin,  Cllne,  Cochran,  Crain,  Cunningham.  Deony,  Dickey.  Diek* 
ermn,  Dunlop,  Hayhurst,  Hlcster,  Hopkiiison,  Kerr.  M 'Sherry,  Meredith,  .Merrill^  Metkal 
Montgomery.  Purvinnce.  Scott, Snivcly,  Sterigcie,  Weidman,  White — 32. 

Nat!« — Mcfi^ra  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Bedford.  Bell.  BidJIe,  Brown  of  Lancaster,  Browa 
of  Northampton,  Brown  of  Philadelphia.  Carey,  Chaml»ers,  Chandler  of  PhilAdelpliia, 
Chauncry.  Clapp,  Clarke  of  Indiana,  Cleavingor.  Co()e,  Crum,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darling- 
ton, Darrah,  Dillmccr,  Don iieil,  Doran.  Earic,  Fairclly,  (^Icminp:,  For(VR.-d.  Fry,  Fuliv, 
Gamble,  (icarhart,  Gilmorc,  (jrenell,  Hurris,  Hantings  Helfienstein,  Iliuh,  Houpt,  Hrde, 
Ineeritoll,  Jenk!^  Keini,  Kennedy,  Conigmacher.  Krcbs,  Long.  Maclay,  M'Cahen,  M^Call, 
Miller,  Ncvin,  Ovcficld,  Penny  packer,  Pollock,  Porter  of  Lancaster,  Porter  of  Xorthan^ 
ton,  Ripigart,  Road,  Riter,  Rltter,  Rogers,  Russell,  Saeger,  ISellrrM,  Seltzer.  Scrrill,  Scbeetz, 
Shellitn,  Sill,  Smyth,  Stickel,  Swciland,  Taggarf,  Thoma«,  Todd,  Weaver,  Young,  Ser- 
geant, Prtiident — 70. 

The  question  recuring  on  the  amendment  made  by  Mr.  Portbe,  of 
Northampton, 

Mr.  Porter  withdrew  his  amendment. 

Mr.  Dickey  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  striking  out  all  after  the 
word  **  resolved",  and  inserting  as  follows  : 

"That  the  fullowiri)?  amendments  to  the  Conititution  shall  be  RubmiteJ  to  the  peopia 
of  this  Commonwe.iUh,  for  their  confirmation  or  njcction  at  the  next  general  election,  in 
the  following  manner :  The  amendmenia  ahall  be  aubmitcd  all  together.  The  aeverol  ia* 
apectors  ap;>oinied  or  chosen  to  conduct  the  next  general  election,  ahall,  at  the  timra  and 
places  of  holding  said  election,  receive  written  or  printed  tickets  from  the  dectoie  quaiiABd 
to  vote  at  said  election,  Ial)elled  on  the  outside,  "  amendments",  and  containing  on  Kha 
inside, ''  fur  the  amendments'*,  or  '*  against  the  amendments";  an  I  the  votea  thna  gives 
■hall  lie  counted  and  returned  in  the  same  manner  a^  is  now  provided  for  in  the  eaie  «f 
▼etea  for  lepresentatives— which  said  votes  shall  be  opened,  counlcd,  and  declared  bj  the 
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nttit  Oenerel  AtvmUly  {d  joint  Convrntion,  on  the  third  Wrdoft'ej of  'D^^mhrn  nnrt{ 
and  if  II  nttj  trity  of  all  tho  votM  ihus  g'ven  shall  be  ••for  thr*  rmendmenU'*,  iben  tboM 
amrndments  nhHll  breomt  find  b^  pnrt  of  the  Con-titu'ion  of  this  Comm  nwraltli ;  ntbor* 
^i>^  thpy  t'hall  be  void.  The  Soi-ieiary  of  the  Commdn wealth  nhall  cau«<*  the  «iiDend« 
ments  to  lie  |iubli.*hf*d  in  at  letKt  two  nf*Aspaper«  in  each  county,  (coiitainiiig  sj  iBdoy) 
lor  at  least  two  months  before  the  election. 

Amexdyettts. 

AnT.  I.  AQrr  the  section 'I  second  and  tcnih,  so  nsto  read  a^  follows : 

Sarr.  2.  The  RepK'srntatives  sha!l  I  e  chosen  anniiaMy  by  the  citizens  of  Phil- 
•de'phiu,  and  of  eidi  rou  ty  respect ivfly.  on  the  third  Tuemliy  of  Oct  >lH*r. 

8kct.  10.  The  Genrial  Asmrmlily  rIhII  meet  on  the  firrft  Tuesday  of  Janunvtf  in 
each  year^  nnletg  sooner  conveueil  hy  the  Governor,  and  ahull  adjaurn  on  the  firsi 
Thar-day  iti  April,  un'e<M  continued  in  FesHir-n  Ity  l.iwf  irthat  purpose. 

AvTii'LR  If.  OF  TRR  CoNH TiTCTiov.     Alter aoctlou  ihiid  t«i  rc:Hl  a4  foilowfl : 

8kct.  3.  The  Govrrnor  sh.i  I  hold  his  oflire  durintc  tm^e  yeiri*  from  the  thi-d  Tue«- 
diy  (jf  Jrinuary  n  zt  en<ui>tg  lii<  e!ecri  m,  and  shill  not  be  capable  uf  hulJing  it  longer 
than  Hiz  in  >iny  trrni  of  niiif*ypirs. 

AaaiCLK  in,  OP  rni  Co?ci«riTDTiox.     Alter  section  fiiitt,  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

SacT.  ].  Ill  e'ertiiMis  by  th-  cit  z  >ns  every  frcm  in  of  t*ie  n  re  i>f  twen'v-o  >e  ye^rs 
having  renideJ  in  the  8tate  one  yeir.  or  if  h?  hil  previnixilv  lieeii  a  q  ni'.ifi  d  i-le.^tor,  hix 
mmithi*  betore  the  eie.^ti  >n.  and  within  fw  >  ye  ira  next  b  •!<iro  the  electi  m.  fiai  I  i  8t  .te  or 
county  fax.  which  shHilbave  i>een  a^^e<sed  Ht  lejstfe  i  d'y^i  next  b>f  >r.'tb^elerli(»ii.  fchall 
enj  ly  the  right*  of  an  ehvlor;  Provith  i,  Thit  fr.»einen,  ci  iiseii4  of  the  Uiiilel  States, 
h  ivin({  r&tiiletl  in  t'.ie  Si.ite  na  afoesad,  b.'in.;  between  the  ngen  of  twenty- >ne  and 
twenty-two  yearn,  shcdl  be  entitled  tj  vo'e.  tilthough  they  a!iall  not  hve  paid 
taies. 

AuT.  V.     Alter  section-second  to  read  n<t  f  lliiw* : 

8bct.  2.  The  Ju  li;ei«  of  t!ie  ^^up^Mn.f  Court,  of  t'le  sf*veral  courts  of  the  Common 
Pleas  and  ofauch  other  cnu  ts  of  Ueconis.  whi  h  >ire  or  sha  I  e  e4ih!i<h<>d  by  law  Ahall 
be  iiOmina'«d  by  the  Governor,  un  I.  by  :in  I  with  the  cojs  nt  of  ih  '  8  mi  ite  i«p|>oint'd, 
and  eoniinis'iiont'd  by  him.  Toe  Ju  ls:es  of  the  <^u.»reme  C  turt  sha'l  bold  their  o  Hceji 
for  the  term  of  Afteen  ye;ir«.  if  they  shali  o  Ion  ;  bi'lnive  t  em-el ve^  well.  The  President 
Jud4e<t  of  iha  si'venl  eonrt*  of  Cojiiiion  P'.eiS.  and  of  su/h  of!n*r  e«Mirt«  of  Riv-oid.  as 
•re  or  sh  ill  lie  estaMi-hi^.l  ly  law.  and  a  I  other  .lu.l  le*  n*q  lire.l  to  lie  I  arn  h1  in  th^  law, 
•halt  hold  their  otfiee't  ftr  th^*  term  ol'  ten  yci-s,  if  they  >ha  I  si  Ion;  Miave  *hem  elves 
w  IL  Th  t  A  s  iciate  Judgei*  of  the  c-  un  of  Common  Plena  xhull  hold  thi  i  offices  f  t 
the  term  of  five  yeai«,  if  t'ley  Hhuli  so  U»n/  l»eh.<v  •  t!ie.nsD!vo4  well.  For  every  reas  ma- 
Ide  cau^e  wi.ich  shall  not  bo  riuHic.eni  ground  fur  inipeachniaiit,  6lc,  to  llie  end  of  the 
•listing  seeiioii. 

AltersMton  ten  to  read  as  fo!l  'ws: 

8kct.  10.  A  eo  npeieni  number  f  th';  Justices  of  the  Peice  and  A'dermen.  to  be 
fixed  by  law,  sh  ill  in  the  neveral  t  )w:ishi|is,  hoiou^h^.  and  war  N.  of  tie  ^ev  'm'  conmif  a 
an<l  cities  of  thin  Commonwcdih.  be  electtd  hy  the  qui  ifie.l  ele  tir^  of  Ke|irf<«ntitive}*. 
Tliey  Kh  .11  bo  comniisaiont'd  hy  the  Governor,  and  nb  i.l  h  >  d  their  o'1ice«>  fir  tb  '  t  Tm  of 
fiye  years;  hut  may  by  him  lie  removed  on  conviction  of  miihebavior,  Ac,  to  the  en  J  of 
the  eziatinic  setrtion. 

Amr.  V,  o.'  thk  CoxsTiTurioy.    A'ter  it  to  read  as  follows: 

8iccT.  1.  ^henfi'i  and  C.ironer-  sh  dl,  at  t!)e  time 4  aind  pl.ir  s  of  el  rtion  of  R^prr* 
aentaiive*,  lie  cho<i(>n  by  the  ctizeos  «)f  (*a  h  county.  On  *  per^  n  sh  dl  b  >  eho<e  i  for 
each  oAce,  who  tfhail  l)e  conimi «iont\l  by  t  le  Gvivernor.  T  ey  sh  ill  h  >ld  th'ir  officra 
1(11  three  yearis  if  they  shall  »>  Ion  4  buimve  1 1  *nise  ves  w  '.I,  and  unt  I  a  xu  *cessor  be  duly 
qu.il.fiad  ;  but  no  |iersm  shill  lie  twjce  c!io-ea,  or  ap  loitite.l  S.ie:'tt  in  »u  t'tm  of  s  x 
y^dn.  Vacancies  in  either  of  siid  of1ii««  shiil  b.>  tilled  by  a  new  appitniment  to  lie 
made  by  thu  G  >venior,  to  nntinu.*  until  the  next  geneitl  electioni  and  ontd  a  sttcce<» 
fOvebalt  he  chojen  and  qual  fied  a.4  uf  ires.dJ. 

Add  a  new  ascti  m,  to  l*ee  dial  aeetiim  six,  at  f  irowat 

8ecT.  6.  Prathonotaries  and  clerka  uf  the  s  jverl  aiorta.  (except  the  Prothonotaries  ef 
Ae  Boprema  CtMirt,  wh>  ahill  ba  appjinied  in  the  reapectiTe  districts  by  the  court  fog 
tile  term  of  three  yoira,  if  they  ahaU  so  long  bahdve  tbemselYei  wall,  sod  ere  not  ceoo* 

toxm  xu.  h4 
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committeeB  separately  and  distinctly,  and  had  thus  far  progressed  in  their 
discussion  ann  disposition,  when,  just  as  the  Convention  have  arrived  at 
a  point  when  their  minds  are  distracted,  when  they  are  making  prepara- 
tions fur  a  recess,  when  speeches  fail  to  command  any  attention,  then 
gentlemen,  who  had  shed  tears  over  the  Cons  til  iition,  and  talked  of  wear- 
ing crape  in  token  of  their  grief  at  its  destruction,  throw  themselves  in  the 
way  of  the  reformers  wiih  this  proposition.     There  were  many  thmgs  in 
it  to  which  he  gave  his  assent,  and  would   vote  for  at  a  proper  time ; 
but,  he  would  not  take  the  subject  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Convention.— 
If  it  was  improper,  at  any  time,  to  proceed  in  this  manner,  mnch  more 
improper  would  It  he  now.     What  does  the  gentleman  from  Beaver  pre* 
pose  T     That  we  should  take  his  Constitution.     Some  parts  of  it,  he  says, 
nave  been  agreed  to  in  cpmmitree — oiher  parts  have  been  postponed.— 
He  is  solicitous  that  we  should  let  it  pass,  and,  he  says,  we  may  rmend 
the  objectionable  points  on  the  second  reading.     The  gentleman  Uikes  up 
all  these  unpledged  propositions,  and  shapes  them  into  a  resolution,  and 
98|(B..iie,  who  this  morning  snid  he  was  a  reformer — he  asks  ns  to  take 
it  up  and  pass  it,  and  submit  it  to  the  pen))le  of  Pennsylvania.     How 
ought  such  a  proposition  to  he  received  I     In  what  spirit !     My  feelings 
Bcarcely  allow  me  to  speak  my  sentiments  in  rejrard  to  it,  and  consider  it 
nearly  an  insult.     He  liopcd  this  procedure  h:id  nothing  to  do  wiih  tho 
p  litics  of  the  country.     It  was  not,  he  hoped,  predicated  on  any  idea  of 
favoring  any  political  party  or  object.     But,  he  could  see  no  reason  why 
these  gentlemen  should  be  so  anxious  to  finish  the  labors  of  the  Conven- 
tion at  a  single  blow.     The  people  did  not  elert  one  man  to  frame  a  Con* 
BUtution,  but  a  hundred  and  thiitv-three.     So  fir  wc  have  carried  out  their 
wishes.     We  had  deliberited  ^riavcly  and  acted  cautiously  thus  far,  and 
were  croing  on.     What  would  the  people  siy  to  this  new  course  ?     If  we 
anhniiied  the  amendments,  ihey  uould  say  to  us,  in  a  lone  thiit  will  not 
admit  of  reply — yon  have  sh(»wnyou  selves  unfaithful  servants — you  have 
taken  the  propoi-ilif  n  of  one  who  has  proclaimed  himself  a  conservative 
and  swallowed  it  whole,  without  discrimination  or  deliber.  tion.     I,  (said 
Mr.   B.)  protest  against  this  course — first,  because  it  is  indecorous,  and 
second,  because  it  destioys  what  we  should  be  most  solicitous  to  pre- 
serve— deliberation    and   (iisrutjsion.     The  ics<ilution   contains  no   new 
Judicial  system.     The  gentleman  from  Adams  offers  this  moment  us  pro- 
porition.     After  the  impressive  and  eloqui  ni  remarks  made  this  morning, 
by  the  vencnble  Chairman  of  the  Judiciary  committee,  (Mr.  Mopkinson) 
on  this  subj  ct,  he  prepares  and  brings  forward  this  momentous  pn>j  osi- 
ticin.     'J1ie  gentleman  from  Beaver  has  made  up  his  mind,  and  is  ready  to 
vote  upon  it.     He  tells  us  that  he  is  ready,  and  that  they  are  ready  to  vote 
upon  the  question  of  the  Judiciary,     lie  (Mr.  B.)  must  be  allowed  tosay, 
that  any  who  was  ready  to  pronounce  his  final  judgment  on  this  fireat 
question,  had  not  considered  it  in  oil  its  aspects,  nor  viewed  it  in  all  its 
Tast  magnitude.     The  education  and  liabits  of  the  gendeman  unfited  him 
for  tiiking  such  a  subject  int<i  a  full  and  correct  view.     MMiat  gentlemen 
could  come  here  and  tell  us,  that  a  bundled  and  tbinv-three  mea  sent  here 
for  deliberatioUi  had  nut  been  able  to  suy,  t!t3t  they  are  re;idy  to  decide 
this  question.    Such  gentlemen  must  be  possess' d  ot  lingular  comprehend 
■iTenessof  mind-  lam  not  ready.  I  have  given  laborious  study  to  it,  and  I 
«m  Dot  reftdyt  Wbyt  I  eik  igQatiemon,  are  w«  to  bo  forced---4riv8n| 
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pre msiturfly,  to  this  derision  ?  The  only  shadow  of  a  r^APon  ipvn 
for  it  is.  that  the  people  expect  it.  1  deny  it  emphatioaUy.  They  ezpari 
nnthinie;  unreasonable.  The  people  are  too  intelli?piii  to  require  any 
thin?  so  monstrous  in  its  rhnrn-ter.  They  required  us  to  prepare 
and  mature  nmendmpnts,  nnd  when  they  were  properly  matured,  in 
auhmit  them.  !-<  there  any  reason,  then,  why  this  pioposition  ahoald 
au'ceed?  Ev-ry  attsmpt  to  divert  'is  from  the  p!;in  which  we  are 
piirsninir  in  committee  has  failed.  More  than  once  the  Convention  haJ 
refused,  hy  yea<  anri  niiys.  to  gfo  nut  of  its  reifiilar  path  ;  ;md,  more  than 
onee.  a  propo^iti(  n  to  '  ri  g  the  business  hcf  ue  the  cnmmi-lee,  «  n  the  Ja> 
dii*i.iry  qu^sti'»n.  h  s  fiiiled.  And  why.  heraii»i*.  it  was  said,  the  people 
were  m:)r3  i  «:mediate!y  imeresicd  O'l  t'le  qu  -stinn  nf  Kxrcuti^'e  patro*  afc, 
than  in  nny  other.  It  was  said  that,  but  fnr  this  inordinate  power  of  the 
Executive,  t' e  convention  would  never  have  been  called;  and  yeu  before 
we  have  finishei  the  nriide,  wr  are  now  called  upon  by  the  res  lu'ion  nf 
the  Grtntlenr.m  from  Fayette.  (M**.  Fuli.i^r)  to  p:<ss  it  over  and  lake  npthe 
Judi  i  iry.  The  same  irentleman  who  had  voted  to  give  it  the  iro-hy.  iii»w 
pre>sed  it  upon  us.  The  aentli'man  from  Beavir  asks  n?  in  ciiop  every 
thinsr  in  the  middle  of  our  action  i>r  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
what? — of  exprej-sing  our  opiiiioi  s  !  And  what  effict  would  this  ezpifS- 
■ion  o\'  opinii  n  have  upon  the  puhlic.  and  upon  this  Convention?  Bui 
one '  ffect  Could  i)e  ezkp'cted  fioin  it.  and  that  was  to  huinhle  the  niemberi 
of  iliis  body,  and  to  pla^e  th^m  in  a  ridien'ons  liirht  before  the  people.^- 
fle  should  vote  afifainst  all  these  propnsiliuiis,  and  he  trtiated  thai  hli  mo 
lion  would  prevail. 

Mr.  Hkioart  said,  he  srarrely  knew  in  what  terms  to  expres.*  his  hoe- 
ti'ity  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  fn  m  Heaver.     It  whs  said  this  mor* 
ning  that  the  eOMsidemtion  i  f  thcf^e  subjects  wonhl  occupy  sonie  nionihs* 
and  yet  we  are  uryed  by  the  srcntleman  over  the  way  to  adopt  his  pn>jert 
attmee,  and  for  uhai  ?     The  p-ent'enian   tells  us   we   should  adopt  this 
amendment  for  the  |  urp'  pe  of  (fiviiig  our  constituents  the  oppnitunity  of 
p-nrurin(^  the  .-ervices  of  eerlsiin  ifentlemm  in  certain  offices.     Are  we  to 
a  lopt  ihis  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  favorinsr  two  or  three  men  in  this 
bidy  ?     Are  we  to  adopt  it,  to  help  theeleeiion  of  re'tain  e^entlemen  10 tie 
Legiplattire,  or  to  i'onffress?     We  have  been  told  by  (fentlemen  of  high 
chanicter  and  rchpectabiliiy  that  the  Judiciary  question   will  occupy  the 
attenti  n  of  the  Mouse  for  a  moniir;  yet  we  are  now  called  upon  to  take 
ti3  v)l»  n;>fM  it  in  an  'inr,  an  J  it  is  rob  't'le  wor!vofo:ieinai,  instead  of  that 
of  « ne  hnndre»l  :in(l  thirty-three.     H.?  protested  air.iiiist  any  soch  coursei 
and  s  "id  he  c:mie  here  for  no  smh  purpose.     The  Reformers  of  this     on- 
ventio'i  have  been  called  upon  by  the  gendeman  fnnn  Heaver,  to  come  op 
to  Uie  support  of  this  proposition  ;  geiidumen  were  called  upon  tn  rally  in 
support  of  this  m3:isure  of  Kefor  11.     Mr.  K.  called  himself  a  Reformer  lo 
some  extent — he  was  no  radical,  in  the  sense  in  which  the  term  was  im* 
derstood  here.     Ife  had  be -n  callfd  a  conservative,  hut  he  was  no  eonper- 
vative.     Fie  knew  his  consiituenis  requiieJ  certain  alterations  to  be  made 
in  the  Constitution,  and  he  came  here  to  carry  them  out.     They  hnve  Ifeen 
partially  carried  out,  but  not  entirely.     But  according  to  the  proposition  of 
the  gendeman  fr  mi  Beaver,  the  article  on  the  subject  of  the  Judi  -iary  is  to 
be  altered  here  forthwith,  and  all  di-^cord  mt  opinions  on  this  subject  are  lo 
be  made  to  harmonize  in  a  moment,  and  we  are  to  cast  this  work  of  a  00- 
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mpnt  before  the  people  for  their  ratifiration.  This  mny  he  cnlled  r  Le^is- 
lative  maiGDiivre.  H«  could  give  it  no  hetier  nnme,  because  h?  w.is  too  intlig- 
imnt  atliflvinj?  such  n  mpasiire  thiust  upon  us  nt  this  lime;  but  if  it  was  a 
mnnCBuvre.  be  would  tell  ihc  ?entl»»men  thai  ihere  nre  men  bere  wlio  un- 
derstand no  such  mancRuvrcs.  Wf!  h:ive  come  bere  for  tbe  purpose  of 
carrying  out  ibe  trust  delrgaifd  to  us,  and  it  wotild  he  a  perversion  of  that 
trust  and  a  dereliriien  of  duty  for  u**  to  adopt  any  such  proposition  as  this 
without  consideration.  He  owed  lo  bis  constituenis,  iuid  to  the  people  of 
Pennsylvania,  bitflier  duties  tlian  this.  Can  the  gentleman  pxp(ct  th^tbis 
Constitution  will  he  adopter!  in  ihrp'.'  days,  witbrut  examination.  He  bad 
beard  that  grnilrman,  or  romr  other  firpnilfinan  in  that  dirertirn,  some 
time  sffo.  say  that  the  Judiciary  j»riiclf*  would  occupy  tbe  aitentinn  of  the 
Convention  f»»r  a  month.  How,  then,  can  be,  or  any  reasonable  man  ex- 
pect that  we  vpn  adopt  this  propesition  in  iwo  days.  Is  it  not  fresh 
within  the  recollection  of  e^ery  gentleman  in  this  C'onvention,  that  wo 
liave  been  enffajred  here  in  amending  tbe  Con?titntir»n  Sf  ciion  by  section, 
carefully  and  judiciously,  diseussiuij  and  del  berating^  upon  every  amend- 
ment brought  forward.  Th.en  are  we  to  pars  upon  the  most  important  ar» 
lirle  in  the  whole  f'onsiiiiition  in  the  space  of  two  da\s.  and  submit  it  to 
the  people  at  tbe  0cu»her  election,  nnd  all  for  tbe  purpose  of  pleasing  some 
two  or  three  mend)ers,  mucI  pfiviuff  them  the  opportnn  iy  of  reiurninfr  to 
their  cimsiitiients,  ind  receiviiijr  office  fmm  them.  He  was  willing  that 
ihere  ffentlemen  should  receive  any  rfBce  within  the  jriH  f  f  iheir  constitu- 
ents,  but  be  was  unwillmg  to  5=acrifice  the  Cons'ifution  of  Pennfylvania  to 
their  ptirpoises — not  to  say  selfish  purposes.  While  he  had  a  voice  on 
this  floor,  he  should  protest  aL'aiust  any  such  course.  We  bnve  been  two 
monihs  and  a  half  in  session,  and  have  passed  but  few  articles  through 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  We  h:ive  had  petition  upon  petition  presented 
here  npon  various  snbjerts,  and  be  did  not  suppose  that  this  Constitution 
could  he  altered  so  as  to  be  made  acceptable  to  tlie  peoide  in  two  months 
to  come ;  vet  the  renileman  from  Bearer  afks  us  to  overlook  this  all,  and 
adopt  his  ^'onstittition  in  the  short  space  of  two  days.  He  must  be  fer- 
mited  to  rai>e  his  voii-e  and  protc^t  ajrainst  any  such  course  as  this.  He 
shouM  V(  te  against  the  ::mendment.  anri  h(»ped  that  few  gentlemen  would 
he  found  to  support  a  prop<«8iti«'iv  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  Stdvrns  regnrded  the  remarks  of  the  irenileman  from  Lancaster,  as 
entirely  gratuiiou?^.  The  trentle'nan  had  fallen  into  tbe  trnck  of  a  reriain 
cla:«8  of  gentlemen  here,  uho,  on  almost  every  occasion,  instead  of  rising 
to  answer  the  ar^umentsj,  or  speak  to  ihe  prnp*isi?io!is  which  oiher  irentle- 
men  hroucfii  forward  in  tlie  (!i<cli\r:»c  of  their  duty,  turi»  into  that  unkind, 
if  n  t  ruiie  and  U!i<!enilemaidy  hiahit,  of  assaiiina  ihe  mover,  and  imputing 
ffonie  personal  or  uuwo  thy  motives  to  him.'  He  has  frdlowed  the  lead  of 
those  gentlemen  who  travel  over  the  whole  history  of  a  mnnV  life,  to 
hnnt  up  8r)iric  private  prTst)nal  matU'r,  whieh  may  have  the  efl^ecl  of  in- 
juring him  auumg  bis  eonsiiuieuis.  Tlr-it  wns  the  last  cpiurter  whirh  he 
iihould  have  expected  such  a  cours?  of  r.-marks  as  this  to  come  from,  Itutit 
had  l>ecome  so  common  of  late,  that  you  could  scarcely  tell  where  to  look 
for  it.  Was  there  any  thing  in  th^*  course  of  tbe  gentleman  from  Beaver, 
(Mr.  Dickey)  w^irh  de»er^•ed  this  freedom  of  censure.  eith.T  at  the  bands 
of  the  gentleman  from  Cbf-ster,  (Mr.  Bell)  or  from  his  copyist,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Lancaster,  (Mr.  Reioart).     Sir,  when  this  proposition  was 


794  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES. 

brought  before  us  by  the  gentleman  frnm  Fayette,  (Mr.   FrLLn)  fsr 
limiting  the  tenure  of  the  Jiulicinry,  we  were  asked  to  give  a  aolemn  vfa 
upon  it ;  and  no  one  knew  bftter  the  object  of  this  vote  than  he  (Mr.  S.)M, 
It  Wiip  to  have  no  effect  in  sbortening  ourlaborn.  and  was  not  tosnpersfde 
the  ne«'essity  of  onr  re-assemblinjr  again  in  ihi^  plHce.      We  were  to  cow 
back   here,  nt  an  immense  expense  to  the  Commonwealth,  to  settle  and 
put  into  shnpp  lliis  opinion,  wliicli  we  were  c:iUeil  upon  lo  express,    ^'e 
wen*  to  conn*  \n\c\\  here,  when  \vc  rcrruitrd  our  henlihs  qnd  our  stock  At 
niJJtfri:i1s  for  funlicr  ilchnie,  ;inil  s.uldle  npcm  "he   people  iho  expenses  of 
a  session  of  six  mnnihs:  nnd  llien  separate,  after  ha\ing  done  just  whit 
we  pmpt^sf!  10  (1«>  now.    The  gcntlenmn  frcmi  Be:!vrr  has  hnuight  forward 
the  very  proposition  in  a  drfmiie  atid  practicable  forn),  w\  ich  the  genlk- 
man  from  Fay*  ite  bnnight  forw:ml  in  a  vague  nnd  indefinite  form;  and 
when  he  proposes  to  give  it  to  the  people  before  we  adjourn,  to  save  the 
immense  expense  of  rc-as^embling  here,  he  is  denounced  by  gentjemcn, 
and  by  no  one  more  j-evcrely  tlian  by  the  gentleman  from  Lar.raater.  On 
moie  oceaficns  than  one  has  this  genthman's  chararier  been  aiiackcdi* 
this  Convention;  hnt,  rsruinali  ly,  he  has  earned  (nr  himself  a  repniilion 
which  will  l:'f-l,  when  tho<e  who  malign  him  will  he  fc»rgc»itcn.     Ij  tlieii 
any  thinjr  in  this  jiroposinon  wliii-h  ihose  who  are    now   sn  declamaioiy 
agjiin^t  it.  have  not  a  himdred  tiim'S  declared  themselves  prepared  'o  art 
upon  ?     Is  it  the  object  (»f  the  gentleman  from  Lancaster,  thai  we  sbnoU 
spend  onr  time  here  nntil  ottier  {.'entlemen  can  be  arcommndated  ?    An 
we  to  remain  in  session  until   the  time  arrives  for  suhmitin^  our  imend- 
ments,  which  will  snit  the  particular  views  of  seme  ifentlemen  heie? 
Was  tfiis  the  niai!nanimity  of  gentlemen  on  this  floor?     T^et  ^ntleuirB 
consider  this  question,  and  then  they  could  determine  whether  it  wasibe 
gentle  man  from  Beaver,  or  the  gentlenrni  from  LancH^ter,  who  best  tib- 
derstf.od  the  duty  he  owed  to  his  constitntents,  or  lo    the  people  of  the 
State.     Wh:  t  is  there  in  the  resoluiion  suhmiied  by  the  gentleman  from 
Beaver,  that  is  not  in  the  propr  sitions  of  amendment   which  we  hart 
labnrcd  here  for  nine  weeks  to  mature?     And  arc  they  yet  regarded,  ifiw 
all  this  waste  of  lime  and  money,  so  enide  and  undirested.  as  to  he  unfit 
Ui  be  laid  hef»re  the  people?     In  addition  lo  what  we  have  already  agreed 
to  in  commitiec  of  the  who'e,  the  limiialion  in  the  tenure  of  ihe  JucliciifJ 
has  been  here  irtiddueed,  and  have  we  n«>t  been  told, o*er  and  over  aipiflf 
by  the  riclical  reformers,  tlici   very  men  wl  o  hjid    tlieir  minds   made  up 
when  they  eante  here,  that  the  people  had  decided  that  this  e.hange  should 
bem-rn'e?    We  have  been  charged,  too,  wi.h  atti^mpis  from  the  tK^giuniD|> 
to  defeat  all  reform ;  yei  now,  when  wi*  brmg  forward  the  very  proposi- 
tions which  (Tcntlemen  desire,  and  ask  them  to  adopt  them,  in  order  to  save 
expense  to  the  Commonwealth,  we  are  denounced  by  these  very  consis- 
tent gentlemen.     We  have  been  told  from  the  beginning,  thai  the  penple 
desire  these  reforms,  and  that  this  Convention  wasotdy  called  as  a  meaaB 
of  making  them  and  submiiing  them  to  the  people ;  but,  all  at  once,  these 
gentlemen  discover  that  this  is  not  the  proper  lime  to  ni;ike  this  refonn. 
We  fiave  been  tohi,  all  along,  that  the  people  had  desirefl  that  the  trnure 
of  the  Judiciary  was  lo  be  limited,  but  when  this  question  conies  to  he 
submited  to  genilemen,  they  declare  that  they  are  not  prepared  to  roit 
upon  it ;  nnd  he  supposed  'that  ihe  genilema'n  frotn  Lancaster,  who  hid 
ktely  become  o  reforinert  had  no)  made  up  hia  mind  between  a  lerm  of 
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yaan  and  good  bsharior.  For  himself,  his  mind  was  mad(*  up  on  this 
question.  He  was  in  fnvor  of  an  in'lependent  Judiciarvi  to  adminisicr 
the  laws  of  the  Common  wealth.  He  was  in  favor  of  a  Jiuliriarv  that 
would  discharge  its  diitios  wiih  prrf(  ct  indeprmlencp,  nnd  honesty,  and 
justice;  and  Juda^es  appointed  for  good  behavior,  he  brlieved  to  he  better 
calculated  to  administer  the  laws  independently,  than  Judircs  appointed 
for  any  other  term.  But,  notw^ithsmndin^  he  believed  this,  he  did  not 
come  here  to  shut  his  eyes  to  ihe  liirht  of  d:iy.  He  did  not  come  here  so 
blind,  that  he  could  not  see  that  which  a  child  of  three  years  old  would 
discover,  namely,  that  there  was  a  decided  majority  of  this  body  in  favor 
of  limiting  the  tenure  of  the  Judiciary.  Was  he  to  stand  up,  then,  in 
blind  opposition  to  the  m:)jority,  and  say,  that  if  you  do  get  the  refoims 
you  desire,  it  shall  cost  the  Commonwealth  a  quarter  of  a  million 
of  dollars  ?  Was  this  what  gentleuien  desired  him  to  do  ?  Now,  he 
was  prepared  to  go  for  this  proposition,  submited  by  the  gentleman 
from  Beaver,  not  that  he  was  pleased  with  t!)e  whole  of  it,  because 
there  were  some  things  in  it  which  he  would  like  to  shun :  there 
were  some  of  its  provisions  which  ho  would  be  pic  tsed  to  omit,  but  if  he 
knew  the  sentiments  of  this  bo  Iv  at  all,  he  knew  there  were  twenty  of  a 
majority  for  limiiing  the  tenure  of  the  Ju.liciary,  as  he  ilioujfht  rvery 
member  of  this  Convention  must  be  c:)nvin«:cd.  He  would,  t'lcreforc, 
take  the  proposition  as  il  stands,  wit!i  all  its  objeetidunbic  features,  and 
submit  the  matter  to  the  p  'opie  at  the  next  election,  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  the  inconvenience  and  expanse  of  re-assend)ling  t'ds  Convention 
in  the  fall  of  the  year.  He  suppos.'d  he  would  be  ao^.iin  taken  to  task  for 
mentioning  this  matter  of  expense,  anci  have  a  lecture  read  to  him,  as  has 
been  lead  to  other  gendemen,  because  they  spoke  the  truth  ;  and  he  sup- 
posed gendemen  would  attempt  to  show  who  eaused  this  expense.  lie 
did  not  pretend  to  say  wh  >  caused  it,  hut  if  there  were  no  other  expenses 
incured  than  those  desired  by  the  conservatives  in  this  Convention,  they 
would  be  very  small,  indeed.  They  do  not  bring  (lude  propositions  before  the 
body,  hut  only  Uikc  the  liberty  of  answ  rinij  such  as  are  brought  firward 
and  advocated  by  other  gentlemen.  He  did  not  staud  liere  to  charge  any 
one  with  causing  expense,  but  if  we  cm  now  do  all  that  can  be  done  in 
the  end.  and  sa\e  all  the  expense  which  will  be  incureci  by  meeting 
again,  why  not  do  it^  He  knew,  however,  that  it  was  in  vain  to  argue 
this  matter;  wliil*,  on  the  one  ha.id  \oiifi:il,  not  every  reformer,  but 
every  reformer  of  a  p:irlicular  party,  ^zn'in'X  lor  putting  (»(!  this  q  lestion 
until  after  the  election ;  an  I,  on  the  othf-r  hand,  you  lind  the  mairnani- 
mous  conservatives  rniminjj  their  head,  neck  and  shouhlers  i  t(»  the  verv 
mouth  of  the  lion.  If  this  proposition  of  the  senileman  from  Beaver  if 
rejected,  we  will  be  going  on  to  decide  npon  the  ptopositi«m  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Fayette,  which  must  t).;  more  objeetioirabte  to  gentlemen  than 
this  one.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  this  propodiiion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Beaver  might  be  ad  ipted,  so  th  it  a  termination  m\^\n  he  put  to  our 
labors,  and  a  vast  sum  of  money  saveil  to  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  PcrRviANC£  said,  he  rose  to  express  his  astonishment  at  the  very 
singular  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickkv)  and  al- 
so to  enter  his  protest  against  the  repeated,  stale,  and  worn  out  story  of 
Conveniional  expenses.  At  an  early  stage  of  the  session,  he  had  made 
vtpoatsd  efforts  to  procure  a  conference  of  the  friends  of  reform,  for  the 
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purpose  of  bringing  befnre  ihe  Convention  s 
wiih  ihe  approhanoii  of  h  majcriiy  of  memb 
pri'Btnted  lo  ihe  people  ai  the  ensuing  Onob 
evA  ihal.  within  ihipe  days  of  ihe  adiournmei 
eiiiatiatcil  fiom  the  eemlenian  frdni  leaver,  i 


lliai  this 


lUl  he  iloi 


il  any  hope  ol 
r  ailjoiinn 


OKI  first  resiniiiliii(i  t' 
the  adjourn  III  en  I.  ami  also  in  fu' 
ties  a«8i£;iic:<l  hv  ihi-  Convention  should  be  lii 
vote  of  pjjrhtv  Ui  forfy,  tlic  qm-slii 


tle.l,  he  was  at  a  hi>f( 


V  the  r< 


nfor 


pttsiii^m,  with  any  h-ipe  of  geinn>;  it  ilirouiih 
eiiinn  of  ilie  geutlenian  from  Beaier  (Mr.  I'l 
fercilby  tin-  gpiiilcman  frum  Adams.  (Mr.  St 
cepi  ihat  the  former  em''r.ie«t  a  provifion  i 
which  wa-<  not  in  that  of  the  laiicr.  Now. 
this  kiiiil  tlon!>  at  an  euilicr  perinil  *  Why 
(Consumed  ihiy  after  day.  and  week  :i1\er  wt-el 
meiitfl.  iieviT  di'sireil  by  ihe  jieojili",  nil  al 
bruii^ht  to  do  what  iliR  honi'Pl  friends  of  ri'fi 
dou-ily  to  obtai'i  sini'O  ihi;  iirsi  day  of  our  ni< 
ciliny  topics  iiilo  this  Conveolion,  tthi'di  c 
B'ssion,  and  iheieby  wasted  ihe  iiuhlie  lini.- 
tlemen  who  are  nuw  eomplaiiUTi!;  most  nf  i 
Hboiil  10  aUtne  for  the  loss  of  tiin?  coosi-quen 
cissioiis.  One  of  those  eenilemen  Drsi  inir 
tie  eiiy  aiid  eoiinly  rep resentM lion  t'l  six  oiei 
e.iied.  and  1  may  Rild,  a  dJHiepiiIable  disriissi^ 

miiiircand  uiiL-illed  for.  an.l  oc  M^looi-d  m-^ 
N^\t  came,  from  thespiriu  quarter,  a  pn)po! 
cliisc  the  iiiemhers  of  the  Convention  ;  and  I 
a  Iniiuiiiy  and  exitmiely  nnplpsan'  debaie. 
ni'Xt  hive  3  jir'iiosiiion  to  elect  inspectors  r 
s'eiaos,  &e,,  all  done  for  the  obvious  purpose 
opportunity  might  he  olTired  io  folloiv  it  u 
expLMHeB  of  the  Convention.  All  the  pmpo 
with  (hf  gentleman  friim  Adams.  (Mr.  Stev 
who  pariii-ipated  more  than  the  gi-nilenian  f 
The  ans-aer  to  this  last  enquiry,  will  he  fon 
Journal  of  onr  proece. tings,  »  here  llie  eye 
man's  name  on  almnsi  eiery  page.  Afier  i 
and  inexeueable  consnmpiii'n  of  lime  hy  ihoi 
plain  of  the  expense^,  ami  spread  ranmiiios  " 
Sir,  (naid  Mr.  F.)  I  protest  sgainsi  any  thing 
it  come  fr.im  h  hai  qnarior  it  nmy ;  and  ma 
■gainst  these  aruliires,  eomiog  as  they  do  fro 
to  reform,  and  designed  as  ihey  arx  to  inflaen 
against  the  amendments  which  will  b«  prase. 
(naUl  Mr.  F.)  are  the  daily  expenses  of  this  b 
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dollars  than  those  of  the  Legislature.     Whnt  are  our  duties  ?    Ten  times 
more   important  than   those  of  any  Legislative  body  in  ihe  world.     He 

iMr.  P.)  would  stale  for  the  information  of  the  gentlemen  from  Adams, 
Mr.  Stevens)  from  Beaver,  (Mi.  Dickey)  and  Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop) 
that  this  Convention  had  made  one  amendment,  to  wit :  that  of  changing 
the  time  of  meeting  of  the  Legi.'-lature,  which,  of  itself,  would  save  to  the 
people  of  Pennsylvania,  annually,  forty-five  thousand  dollars,  and  which, 
in  ten  years,  would  amount  to  nearly  five  hundred  thousand  dol  ars.  He 
coucluded  by  rppeating  that  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver 
was  what  he  ^Mr.  P.)  had  been  endeavoring,  in  the  early  stage  of  the  Con- 
▼ention,  to  bring  about,  but  was  arrested  in  his  intention,  by  ihe  introduc- 
tion of  unnecessary  propositions,  in  the  di^icussiou  of  which  the  gentle- 
men from  Bcavei,  (Mr.  Dickey)  and  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stkvrns)  had 
largely  participated;  and  intimated  in  reference  to  the  gentleman  from 
Beaver,  (Mr.  Dickky)  that  a  change  hart  come  over  the  spirit  of  hit 
dreams,  in  consequence  of  the  recent  nomination  of  that  gentleman  for  the 
Senate  in  Beaver  county.  He  (Mr.  P.)  hoped  that,  in  future,  no  gentle- 
man would  attempt  to  elevate  himself  at  the  expense  of  his  fellow  mem- 
bers, and  that  propositions  would  not,  hereafter,  be  submited  for  the  sake 
alone  of  seeking  popularity. 

Mr.  HopKiNsoN,  of  Philadelphia,  exceedingly  lamented  that,  at  this 
stage  of  the  session,  when  we  were  about  to  adjouin  for  some  time,  and 
perhaps  some  of  us  forever,  that  the  subject  h.d  been  brought  here,  and 
treated  in  such  a  way^n  a  matmer  strongly  partaking  of  a  personal  char- 
meter.  There  had  been  animated  debates,  going  fai  into  personal  animosi- 
ty, yet  nothing  had,  as  yet,  occured,  which  had  disturbed  personal  harmony. 
He  trust'id  that  a  change — a  turn  in  the  argument  before  us  would  take 
place,  because  the  practice  of  impu<rning  motives,  and  looking  to  the  per- 
sonal motives  of  gentlemen,  must  always  excite  retaliation.  For  his  own 
part,  he  looked  not  to  the  motives  of  gentlemen — he  looked  to  their  argu- 
ments. He  looked  to  them  alone,  and  let  them  answer  as  to  their  motives. 
With  regard  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver,  he  was  most 
decidedly  opposed  to  it,  and  declared  that  if  he  stood  alone  here,  he  would 
never  consent  directly  or  iiidirccily  to  participate  in  destroying  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Judiciary.  Cvery  member  who  voted  for  the  amendment, 
did  so,  and  must  be  silent  before  the  people.  The  gentleman  from  the 
county  of  Philadelphia,  had  said  to-day,  or  yesterday,  that  it  was  in  vain 
to  debate  the  matter — the  sentence  had  gone  forth— that  we  stood  forth 
rather  as  executioners  than  Judges.  That  mi^hi  be  so,  he  had  no  idea  of 
deciding  the  question.  He  confessed  then,  from  the  discussions  which  had 
taken  place  here,  he  had  derived  much  light,  and  should  go  from  here  a 
wiser  man  than  he  was.  The  gentleman  said  that  he  hsul  made  up  hie 
mind  upon  it.  He  (Mr.  H.)  would  say,  that  there  was  not  a  question 
which  had  came  before  the  Convention,  which  was  so  little  understood  as 
the  present.  As  to  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  thsy  saw  them,  and  could 
judge  of  them.  But,  as  to  the  principles  of  liberty,  and  the  foundation 
upon  which  the  Judiciary  stood,  he  would  say  that  there  was  no  suhject 
n|)on  which  the  members  of  the  Convention  possessed  so  little  informa- 
tion. Where,  he  would  ask,  were  they  to  get  it  ?  They  coidd  not  get  it 
in  the  books :  it  was,  indeed,  but  a  new  subject  in  England— a  subject 
about  which  very  little  had  been  written.  And,  in  this  country,  little  more 
▼01..  ui.  o4 
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would  be  finincl  in  reference  to  the  inlependence  of  .the  Judiciary,  and  tlie 
principle  of  the  Judges  holding  their  offices  during  good  hehavior,  ihan  in 
the  sjjeeches  of  poliiiral  arguments  of  public  men.  He  had  voted  for  re- 
scindinsr  the  resohiiion  for  adjournment,  in  order  to  give  us  time  ;  btil  the 
Convention  had  not  thought  proper  to  restMnd  the  resolution.  He  conclu- 
ded by  saying,  that  he  wouhl  vote  agai^isl  \}\e  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man  from  Fayette,  and  also,  against  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Beaver. 

Mr.  DiCREV,  of  Beaver,  having  been  spoken  of  in  the  manner  he  had 
been,  felt  himself  constrained  to  reply  to  the  jrenileman  from  Butler,  or  fn>m 
Lmcaster,  to  point  to  any  part  of  his  course  which  was  inconsistent  with 
the  proposition  he  had  now  offered.      He  had  come  from  a  section  of  the 
country,  whirh,  on  every  occasion  when  the  question   hatl  been  presented 
to  the  people  for  the  call  of  a  Convention,  voted  for  it  by  an  overwhelming 
majority.      He  believed,  that  he  understood  what  his  constituents  wished 
and  desire:!,  and  he  thought  it  was  embraced  in  the  proposition  which  he 
had  submited.      His  opinion  was,  that  his  constituents  wanted  the  time  of 
the  election  fixed  for  the  thinl  Tuesday  in  Ottober,  and  the  Legislature  to 
meet  in  January.     His  constituents  were  in  favor  of  many  oiher  measurti 
of  reform,  and  he  was,  therefore,  anxious  to  submit  to  them  those  propoii- 
tions   which  had  undergone  the  action  of  the  committee,  and  would  not 
probably  lie  di^feated  on  a  second  reading.     Why  shtmld  not  the  gentleman 
from  Butler  be  willing  that  the  people  should  pass  upon  those  propositioos 
which  he  himself  was  in  favor  of,  and  which  he  knew  the  people  were  in 
favor  of,  at  the  election   in  October  next?      This  propoFition  contained 
nothing  which  the  Convention  had  not  acted  upon,  except  the  limitation  to 
the  amount  of  State  debt,  ami  the  alteration  of  the  tenure  of  the  Judiciary.— 
Upon  those  subjects,  he  did  not  wish  to  force  a  division  without  debate,  and 
he,  therefoie,  had  offered  a  motion  to  rescind  the  resolution  foradjoiirnnieni. 
In  a  short  time,  they  could  be  acted  upon,  and  there  was  no  good  reason 
why  the  proposition  should  not  be  submited  to  the  people  in  October.— 
Mr.  D.   went  on  to  express  his  entire  willingness,   if  gentlemen  would 
assist  him  to  get  the  resolution  of  adjournment  rescinded,  to  sit  here  until 
the  whole  of  the  business  which  the  people  expected  to  have  done,  should  be 
finished.     There  were  some  who  were  anxious  to  he  at  home  previous  to 
the  elections  ;  but  if  any  of  the  insinuations  about  nominations  were  intended 
for  him,  they  would  fall  to  the  ground,  for  akhouffh  he  had  seen  his  name 
in  the  papers,  he  had  not  solicited  any  nomination.      Reference  had  been 
made  to  the  author  of  the  amendment.      It  was  a  copy  of  the  resolutions 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  which  had  been  lyinjr  on  the  table 
for  two  weeks  ;  and  he  was  one  of  those  who  were  not  unwilling  to  lake  a 
good  thing,  because  it  came  frcm  that  quarter.      He  was  willing  that  the 
opportunity  should  he  allowed  to  every  gentleman  for  a  full  discussion  of 
the  resolutions,  and  for  that  purpose,  he  was  willing  to  rescind  the  resolu- 
tion of  adjournment.      He  was  willing  to  remain  here  until  the  busineti 
before  the  Convention  was  concluded,  whether  it  was  for  four  weeks,  or 
four  months.     But  he  asked  those  who  were  bound  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciples of  reform  to  go  with  him  ;  and  he  believed  it  would  then  be  posAble 
to  go  through  the  whole  in  the  course  of  a  week.     He  believed  the  mindi 
of  the  people  were  made  up,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Convention  to  cany 
oat  the  views  of  the  people. 
Mr.  Haybumt  moved  to  postpone  the  further  consideraUon  pf  thtfiib' 
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ject,  to  enable  the  committee  on  accounts  to  make  a  report,  and  the  com* 
mittee  having  made  their  report, 
The  Convention  adjourned. 


TUESDAY,  July  11,  1837. 

Mr.  Cope,  of  Philadelphia,  presented  a  memorial  from  the  Society  of 
Friends,  asking  the  Convention  to  insert  in  the  Constitution,  a  provision 
€xemptin<r  them  from  the  payment  of  fines  imposed  for  the  non-perform- 
mnce  of  miliiaduty. 

On  I  resenting  this  memorial, 

Mr.  CoPK  said — I  have  not  occupied  much  time  in  making  speeches  in 
the  Convention,  being  rather  desirous  to  improve  by  ihe  wisdom  of  others, 
than  to  he  heard  myself,  but  the  Convention  will  excuse  me  for  8ilbmit> 
ing  a  few  explanatory  remarks  on  the  present  occasion. 

I  am  not  disposed  to  invite  a  discussion  on  the  mooted  question — whe- 
ther war  is  allowable  to  the  Christian — but  this  I  can  say  in  all  sincerity, 
that  the  religious  society,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  do  most -conscien- 
tionsly  believe,  that  war  is  inc  msistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  Gospel.— 
They  cannot,  therefore,  bear  arms. 

The  society  of  Friends  originated  in  Great  Britain,  a  short  lime  ante- 
cedent to  the  Commonwealth,  during  a  period  of  i^reat  rivil,  polilioal  and 
religious  excitement,  in  which  they  sufiVred  much  for  their  principle,  in 
property,  in  liberty,  and  in  life.  To  esc:ipe  from  these  scenes  of  tumult, 
and  to  enjoy  those  c  onscientious  privileges  which  wtre  denied  to  them  in 
the  country  of  their  birth,  William  Pexn,  and  his  associates,  fled  to  the 
wilds  of  America.  They  were  preceded  by  the  Pilgrim  fathers,  who 
landed  from  the  Mayflower,  on  the  rock  of  Plymouth,  and  who,  escaping 
from  persecution,  nevertheless,  preserved  the  Government  in  their  own 
hands  down  to  the  Revolution.  Our  forefathers,  like  theirs,  also  fled 
from  persecution;  but,  they  invited  the  persecuted  of  all  nations  to  seek 
protection  under  their  mild  sway,  and  to  pariicipate  with  them  equally  in 
the  blessings  of  civil,  political,  and  religious  liberty.  They  arrived,  and, 
in  process  of  lime,  becoming  iho  most  numerous,  they  assumed  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  the  reins  fell  from  the  hands  of  Friends. 

But  here  permit  me  to  remark,  that,  while  in  Massachusetts,  peopled  by 
the  descend.nits  of  the  Pilgrim  fathers,  it  now  is,  and  for  half  a  century 
has  been,  suflicicnt  for  a  Quaker  to  produce  a  certificate  of  memlicrship, 
to  exempt  him  from  military  services,  and  from  nil  penahies  for  a  non- 
compliance— in  Pennsylvania,  founded  by  t'le  society  on  the  most  liberal 
principles,  designed  to  secure  to  all  the  enjoyment  of  the  rights  of  con- 
science, in  the  laud  of  Penx,  the  Quaker  has  been  deprived  of  his  con- 
scientious privileges.  For  many  years  the  society  suflcred  but  Utile  on 
account  of  their  principles;  but,  the  Kevolutionary  war  at  length  broke 
out,  ^nd  then  commenccil  his  sufferings.  From  thai  period  to  the  present 
time,  the  members  have  had  taken  from  them,  property  to  the  amount  of 
between  three  and  four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  that  from  members 
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of  the  Philadelphia  yearly  meeting  alone  ;  and,  there  are  at  leaat 
other  yeaily  meetinsrs  on  this  continent.  What  has  been  the  amount  of 
theae  exactiona  on  them,  1  am  not  prepared  to  aay,  nor  is  it  material  hen 
that  I  should.  Can  any  one  tell  what  portion  of  this  large  sum  bi 
rraehed  the  public  treasury  ?  Not  a  tithe— perhaps  not  the  tithing  oft 
tithe. 

But  it  is  alle^red,  thPt  if  the  Quakers  will  not  fi|rht«  they  should  pay  aa 
equivalent.  Now,  will  any  casuist  here  or  elsewhere,  tell  me  the  diffn^ 
anee  between  my  shooting  a  man  myself,  and  hiring  anoUier  to  phoothim! 
It  is  because  Fr.ends  caimot  perceive  this  difference,  that  they  seek  relief 
at  yoor  hands. 

Bnt  do  not  the  members  of  the  society  render  an  eqniralent  ?  In  the 
first  place,  they  contrihnte  equally  with  others  to  the  public  bnrtheiiSd-* 
They  pay  their  full  share  in  support  of  the  common  poor.  And  the  pahhe 
aehools  :  they  join  othejrs  in  works  of  charity  nnd  public  utility.  Th&f 
have  not  spared  their  money,  nor  their  personal  servicea,  in  the  epeetiot 
of  your  hospitals,  your  libraries,  the  aftylum  for  the  deaf  and  dumb,  kt 
die  blind,  the  orphans'  asylum,  widows'  asylum,  house  of  refuge,  aid 
other  works  of  christian  benevolence.  Well  then,  besides  these,  thtj 
educate  and  support  their  own  poor  exclusively.  Tell  me.  which  of  yea 
has  known  a  Quaker  to  knock  at  your  door  fox  charity  ?  It  would  ootba 
allowed — the  society  would  not  permit  it.  To  say  nothing  of  their  honsei 
for  worship  and  appendages  Fcattered  over  town  and  country,  and  wkidl 
may  be  valued  at  hundreds  of  thoiFsands  of  dollars,  I  may  mention  the 
two  institutions,  lately  established  in  the  city,  by  the  legacies  of  two  tiidi* 
vidnals,  for  the  relief  of  suffering  humanity,  costing  upwards  of  three 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  These  institutions  are  not  intended  for  tiie  use 
of  members  of  the  society,  but  for  persons  of  nil  other  denominaiions— 
Bot  that  members  have  been  excluded  by  the  liberal  donors,  but  because 
they  are  otherwise  provided  for. 

I  may  next  mention  the  asylum  for  the  insane,  estnblished  on  a  farm  of 
seventy  acres,  near  Frankford,  which,  with  the  buildings,  cost  seventy 
thousand  dollars.  This  asylum  is  open  to  persons  of  all  societies,  and  I 
ODght,  perhaps,  in  justice  to  the  physicians  and  others  who  hare  the  im- 
mediate supervision  of  it,  to  say,  that  no  similar  institution,  within  my 
knowledge,  either  in  this  or  any  other  country,  has  been  more  successfiil 
in  the  cure  of  that  dreudful  malady,  as  tlie  records  of  the  asylum  will  foUj 
prove. 

Next  is  Wostown  school  and  farm  of  six  hundred  acres,  situated  ahoot 
twenty  miles  from  tlie  city.  The  Innd  was  purchased  low,  and,  with  the 
buildings,  cost  between  sevonty  and  ei^htv  thousand  dollars.  About  l«ro 
hundred  children,  of  both  sexes,  receive  here  a  ^ood  English  educatioa, 
and  such  as  choose,  m^iy  acquire  a  knowledge  of  the  learned  lamrnavei. 
Then  we  have  Haverford  nchool,  on  a  farm  of  about  two  hundri*d  acr«, 
eight  miles  from  Philadelphia,  in  which  between  seventy  and  eighty  boyi 
receive  an  education,  believed  to  he  equal  to  that  tauirht  in  any  of  the  best 
colleges  in  America.  Thi:^  school  w.is  chartered  by  the  Lei^islaturo  ol 
Pennsylvania,  with  a  capital  of  one  huuJred  thousand  dollars. 

We  now  arrive  at  the  city  itself— iharo  the  so3iety  have  about  twMj 
sohools,  two  or  threa  of  which  are  exclu:sively  appropriated  to  theohUdrsA 

pt  tbfir  own  member«^-»ail  tbt  reit  are  open  to  pereooi  of  Offfy  dosomit 
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nation.  In  thene  schools,  from  one  hundred  and  twenty  to  one  hundred 
and  thirty  children  are  taught  gratis,  and  the  charge  for  others  is  kept 
pnrposely  so  low,  as  to  enahle  citizens,  in  moderate  circumstances,  to 
edocate  their  children  without  the  appearance  of  receiving  charity. 

Now,  I  have  not  made  this  enumeration  with  ostentatious  views,  but 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  saying,  that  while  the  society  contribute  equally 
with  others  in  the  common  expenses,  antl  while  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  has  appropriated  large  sums,  and  very  properly  so,  to  the  endow- 
ment and  support  of  colleges,  and  other  useful  institutions,  from  which  the 
society  receives  no  bene5t,  the  public  has  not,  in  any  shape  or  form,  con- 
tributed one  cent  towards  any  of  the  institutions  mentioned  by  me,  nor  a 
cent  to  the  support  or  education  of  a  single  member  of  the  society  of 
friends — nor  indeed  have  they  ever  asked  it. 

Have  I  not,  then,  made  out  my  case  ?  Have  not  the  Quakers  paid  an 
ample  equivalent  for  not  mustering  two  or  three  times  a  year,  to  march 
through  the  streets  for  the  amusement  of  'our  children  ?  But,  it  is  not 
merely  the  pecuniary  exactions  of  which  the  society  has  reason  to  com- 
plain ;  it  is  the  insulting — may  I  not  say  the  brutal  manner  in  which  these 
fines  are  sometimes  collected.  I  have,  myself,  known  the  blankets  to  be 
•tript  from  the  beds  of  children  in  a  cold  winter's  night,  while  they  were 
left  to  suflTer,  with  no  other  covering  than  a  linen  sheet;  and  this  not  onc6 
or  twice,  but  oft  repeated,  on  the  same  family,  and  that,  too,  when  woolen 
clothing  was  exceedingly  de\r,  and  didicult  to  be  procured. 

I  have  little  knowledgri  of  tho  kind  of  persons  emplbyed  to  collect  mili- 
tia fines  in  the  counties — in  Philadelphia  we  have  had  some  experience 
in  these  matters.  An  individ-ul  was  there  employfd  for  many  years,  who 
renderel  hi ms^^lf  sufficiently  notorious  by  his  savage  conduct.  I  will  not 
wound  the  feelings  of  this  House  by  a  recital  of  many  of  his  deeds  :  their 
recapitulation  would  employ  hours.  On  or  two  instances,  by  way  of 
sample,  the  Convention  will  excuse  me  for  mentioning. 

On  one  occasion,  i.ns  man  called  at  the  house  of  a  mechanic,  on  vvhom 
he  had  a  small  demand  ^or  a  militia  fine.  The  occupant  of  the  house  was 
from  home.  Perceivinj^  an  infant  slumbering  in  a  cradle,  this  hero  threw 
it  on  the  floor,  and  marched  off  triumphantly  with  the  cradle  and  bedding. 
On  another  ocv^asion,  he  called  for  a  fine  on  a  lad  who  had  been  born 
blind.  While  this  lad  was  standing  at  his  father's  door,  reasoning  with 
the  tax  gatherer  on  the  a!)surdity  of  the  (leinand,  he  received,  from  the 
latter,  repeated  blows  on  the  head  from  a  bludgeon,  administered  with  so 
mueh  severity  as  to  endin^jer  his  litV.  Now,  he  ii' known,  that  although 
this  lad,  from  his  imperfect  vision,  could  neither  read  nor  write,  he  pos- 
sesjtcd  a  cuhivated  mind,  was  amiahlo  and  interesting,  had  been  de- 
licately hrought  u;»,  and  war.  t'le  son  of  ouo  of  our  most  rv?sppriable  citi- 
zens. I  will  mef;*ly  a  J  J,  that  I  h^ve  no  pleasure  in  these  painful  recitals, 
and  will  pursue  the  s  ibjet't  no  further,  as  thi^  miserabk*  man  was  at  length 
overtaken  by  tho  law?  of  Wis  county,  and  now  is,  or  lately  was,  a  convict 
in  the  Eisteni  Penitenliiry  of  Pennsylvania. 

W'ly,  than,  continue  ii  system  which  produces  no  advar^taye  to  the 
public,  but  wbioh  i«  to  ofTonnve  and  oppressing  to  an  unoffjuding  peo. 
pie? 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dari^inotoh,  the  m^niorial  wm  then  re^di  laid  op 
Ite  Isblff  Md  ord«rtd  ^o  \to  pris^t^d* 


74*  PROCEEDINGS  ilND  DEBATES. 

Mr.  Maoeb,  of  Perry,  presented  two  memorials  from  the  couiitT  d 
Perry,  on  the  «ubject  of  Banks  and  Banking,  which  were  refered  to'  Ikt 
approp  iate  ctumiitees. 

Mr.  Cope,  from  the  committee  of  accounts,  made  a  report*  accompanied 
by  a  resolution,  making  a  provision  for  the  payment  of  officers,  wbich, 
after  some  discussion,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  obtained  leave  to  offer  tlie  following  resdih 
lion: 

Resolvetl,  That  the  Stenographe rn,  one  of  the  Assistant  Serrpfaries,  the  Aaaiatant  Doer" 
Kreper,  and  the  Sergeant-at-Aims,  be  dispensed  with  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  Coa 
▼ention. 

Having  been  read  a  first  and  second  time, 

Mr.  Fry  moved  that  it  he  refered  to  the  committee  appointed  to  inqnire 
into  the  expediency  of  making  arrangements  foi  discontinuing  the  Daily 
Chronicle  and  Convention  Journal,  and  to  inquire  what  other  eacpenset,  if 
any,  of  the  Convention,  ougrht  to  he  curtailed. 

Mr.  DuNLOP.  of  Franklin,  thought  that  the  resohuion  involved  no  dift- 
eulty,  and  reqrired  but  little  exen-ise  of  the  mind  tfi  comprehend  ind  to 
decide  upun  it.     With  regard  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  and  Assistant  Se^ 
geanl  al-Arms,  he  could  see  no  earthly  service  for  iliem.     He  understood 
the  office  of  Sergeanl-at-Arms,  lo  he  of  an  executive  character  men-]y.  and 
connfcied  only  with  Leci^laiive  duly.     This  was  the  Ps»rlir>mentary  idea. 
He  knew  of  no  serdcc  that  these  officers  could  perform  in  a  I'onveDfioB 
like  this.     He  would  then  ask,  why  we  should  be  burdened  with  an  tinne- 
cessHry  expense  of  this  sort?     And,  as  lo  the  Clerks,  we   had  certainly 
more  than  we  had  any  occasion  for.     In  regard  to  the  Stenograf  hers,  bt 
would  beg  leave  to  refer  the  committee  to  the  net  of  Assembly,  and  would 
ask  them  respectfully,  whether  we  had  not  gone  beyond  the  act  of  183ft. 
The  eleventh  section  of  that  act  sr.ys — **  The  delegates  lo  the  said  Con- 
vention shall  he  entitled   to  the  same  pay  and  mileage  to  which  members 
of  the  General   Assembly   are  now  entitled,  which,  together  with  the  pay 
of  a  competent  Stenographer,  to  report  the  debates  of  ihe  said  Conventios, 
shall  be  paid  by  the  Stale  Treasurer,  on  the  warrant  of  the  presiding  offi- 
cer of  ihe  Convention,"  &c.     Now,  instead  of  «  competent  Stenographer, 
we  had  four.     And,  even    that  number  had  foimd   eno»ip^h   work  to  keep 
them  busy  from  six  in  the  morning,  till  six  at  night.     When  the  l.efisli- 
ture  authorized  us  lo  employ  a  ronipetcnt  Stenographer,  they  did  not  coo- 
template  the  probability  of  our  holding  two  sessions  a  day,  and  makingsix 
thousand,  eight  hundred  and  eleven  spreches.     The  debates,  as  far  asihey 
had  gone,  would,  he  had  been  infurmed,  make  nearly  two  thousand  pa|ref 
royal  octavo  ;  and  at  the  next  session,  we  should  make   speeches  enoufb 
to  fill  three  or  four  volumes  more.     What  was  the  use  of  this  voluminous 
collection  of  speerhrs  ?     Who  would  ever  read  them?     For  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  put  the  Siaie  to  the  expense  of  publish- 
ing his  speeches.     He  did  not  care  whether  they  were  heard  of  again.— 
The  great  expense  of  those  books,  he  thought,  might  as  well  be  saved. 
The  people  would   never  look  into  them  for  information   concerning  our 
proceedings.     We  were  n^w  getting  along  very  well.  If  gentlemen  would 
only  let  the  delegate  from  Beaver  have  his  own  way,  he  would  make  us  t 
Constitution  that  would  last  fo-ever,  and  there  would  be  no  necessity  for 
spreading  our  debates  before  the  public.    His  (Mr.  D*8)  object  wastoon^ 
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tail  our  expenses  as  much  as  possible.  With  regard  to  the  officers  named 
in  the  resolution,  they  were  wholly  unnecessary,  and  might  be  dispensed 
with  wi.hout  any  inconvenience. 

Mr.  Fry  observed,  that  if  the  resolution  was  not  referpd  to  the  commit^ 
tee,  acconling  to  his  motion,  he  would  move  to  amend  it  by  substituting 
for  it  a  provision  for  the  discontinuance  of  the  Daily  Chronicle. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Phiiadelphin,  said,  that  no  doubt  the  committee  which 
had  been  raised  to  ascertain  what  expenses  conld  be  curtailed,  would  take 
the  whole  subject  into  their  consideration,  and  if  they  did  not  go  far 
enough,  we  could  act  accordingly. 

Mr.  Sterioere,  of  Montgomery,  thought  the  resolution  would  go  more 
appropriately  to  the  committee  appointed  to  consider  the  propriety  of  dis- 
continuing the  Daily  Chronicle. 

The  President  said  that  it  was  refered  to  that  committee. 

Mr.  Sterioere  remarked,  that  if  it  was  the  intention  of  gentlemen  to 
dispense  with  the  Chronicle,  the  necessity  of  continuing  the  Stenographers 
was  increased.  The  debates  should  be  published.  He  was  asti>nished  at 
what  had  been  said  by  the  gen  leman  from  Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop,)  in  re- 
ference to  dispensing  with  the  S:enographers.  Would  the  gentleman  stop 
the  publication  of  the  debates,  after  having  proceeded  so  far,  and  leave  the 
rest  unpublished. 

Mr.  Dunlop  here  said,  that  he  had  no  objection  to  refering  the  subject 
to  n  committee. 

Mr.  HiBSTER,  of  Lancastr^r,  said  it  was  a  proper  subject  of  inquiry,  and 
he  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution.  If  it  was  before  the  Convention,  he 
would  move  to  amend  it,  by  striking  out  **  Stenographers."  Ke  declared 
that  he  should  not  be  in  favor  of  dispensing  with  the  Stenographers.  With 
regard  to  some  other  officers  named  in  the  resolution,  he  agreed  with  the 
ni'iver,  that  wo  had  no  use  for  them.  His  opinion  was,  that  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  might  have  been  dispensed  with.  He  coincided  in  all  that  had 
been  said  by  the  s^entleman  from  Frinklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop,)  iti  reference  to 
the  duties,  and  character  of  that  officer.  'I'his  body,  unlike  the  Lesisla- 
lure,  did  not  possess  the  power  of  compellinsr  the  attendance  of  its  mem- 
bers here.  If  members  chose  to  absent  themselves,  they  were  answerable 
to  their  constituents  ;  we  could  not  compel  them  to  do  their  duly.  'I'here- 
fore,  he  conceived,  there  was  no  occasion  whatever,  for  the  services  of  that 
officer.  His  opinion,  as  reofarded  the  Secretaries,  was,  that  we  had  not 
duty  enout^h  for  two  and  their  two  assistants.  He  thought  this,  then,  a 
very  fit  subject  of  inquir)'. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  asked  when  the  committee  on  the  expen- 
ses of  the  Cfuiveiition  would  report?  He  expected  that  they  would  have 
reported  before  this. 

Mr.  Fry  said,  that  the  committee  intended  to  report  to-morrow.  But, 
if  they  should  not  agree  with  him,  he  would  report  himself. 

Mr.  M'DowELL  said,  he  wished  to  say  a  word  upon  this  subject:  it 
was  of  very  serious  import,  and  he  felt  directly  and  deeply  interested  in 
it.  The  gentleman  from  Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop)  was  the  last  man  in 
the  world  whom  he  should  suspect  of  cruelty  towards  his  fellow  man; 
but  he  did  deem  his  motion  to  cut  off  the  stenographers  from  this  Conven- 
tion, an  act  of  great  unkindness  towards  those  members,  who  had  not  yet 
made  any  or  all  of  their  speeches.    Who  .would  wish  to  deprive  the  wond 
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of  the   benefit,    or  ourselves  the   edification,  of  hereafter    reading  ov 
speeches?     Will  not  future  generations  be  enlightened   by  them  ?    And 
will  you  shut  out  that  light  for  any  paltry,  economical  consideration  ?     it 
was  not  fair  play  in  gentlemen  who  have  made  some  himdrcds  of  speeches, 
and  after  they  had  •*  spun  their  yarns,"  to  say  stenogrnphers  were  c»f  no 
use.     Sir,  who  would  make  a  speech  if  it  was  not  printed  ?  Does  not  ere- 
ty   body  know,  that  most  of  the  speeches  made  here,  and  which  charm 
and  delight  us,  are  not  made  for  this   Convention   at  all  ?     Are  they  not 
made  for  Bunkum  ?     Why,  all  the  hoys  in  the  country  know  what  they 
are  made  for;  they  are  for  Franklin,  for  Adams,  Bucks,  Tioga,  and  many 
other  little  places  that  no  body  cares  any  thing  ahnat,  except  the  people 
who  live  there.     And  shall  we  be  told  by  the  gentleman  fr  im  Franklin, 
that  it  is  of  no  use  to  print  those  speeches— p^pecially  after  his  were  ail 
delivered  ?     Thf?  gentleman   was  greatly  mis'aken :  he  did  not  properly 
appreciate   those  that  were  yet  to  come.     He  thought  the  talent  was  ex- 
hausted ;  bnt  no  such  thing.     He  said  he  cautioned^members  against  the 
adoption  of  any  such  an  idea.     There  were  powers   in  this    ConTeation 
that  hid  not  been  heard  of,  that  would  yet  surprise  us,  and  he  was afnid 
would  alarm  themselves.     It  mu«(t  not  be  thoucrht,  because  men  saidnoUi- 
ing,  that  they  knew  nothing — far  from  it.     Wait  until  some  chance  ei^ 
cumsta  ice  shall  kn  :ck  up  the  slumbering  fires  of  these  quiet  heads,  and 
thip  Convention  would  be  astonished !     And  shall  not  all  these  things  be 
printed  ?     Where  is  the  usa  of  delivering  a  speech  here  that  is  not  imeo- 
ted  for  th's  Convention,  unless  it  is  printed  ?     How  is    it  to  get  down  to 
posterity  ?     Sir,  said  he,  every  thing  that  is  said  and  done,  must  be  taken 
down  and  printed  ;  we  must  have  it  to  amuse  our  children  and  grand  chil- 
dren with,  and  to  show  them  what  prodigious  men  their  fatlietsandgraiMi- 
fathers   were.     It  would  be  ♦*a  little  hook,"  where  they  could  wonder  at 
and  admire  their  ancerftors,  when  they  '*  were  dead  and  gone  :**  it  would 
serve  the  purpose  of  a  looking-glass,  where  posterity  might  ieam  frum^^ 
flection  to  avoid  the  follies  of  those  who  had  preceded  them.      Useful  aod 
wholesome  lessons  might  be  taught,  by  contrasting  the  speech  of  A,  with 
the  speech  of  B,  and  enjoining  the  youthful  mind  to  avoid  the  one,  and 
imitate  the  other.  And  are  these  speeches,  fraught  with  so  much  good  to 
tlie  present  and  the  coming  generation,  not  to  be  printed  ?     Sir,  it  is  oat- 
ragt^ous  !     When  other  republics  grow  up,  and  other  States  amend  their 
Constitutions,  is  the  glare  of  light  which  is  shed  in  this  Convention  to  be  shot 
out  from  them  ?     How  were  you  to  perpetuate  the  names  and  the  fame  of 
yojr  Smileys,  your  Finleys,  and  M'Keans,  and  the  iiost  of  other  illiw- 
trious  men  of  this  body,  (he  wished  he  could  name  them,  but  it  was  not 
parliamentary   to   do  so — he  had  them  in   his  eye,)  unless   you  did  it 
through  the  stenographers  and  the  press  ?     Sir,  when  our  Constitutioa  is 
once  amended,  (and  adopted  by  the  people)  it  will  not  be  touched  again 
for  one  hundred  years  ;  and  unless  our  speeches  are  printed,  we  shall  be 
forgotten.     Will  not  we  be  spoken  of  in  the  Convention  that  a^semblts 
in  the  next  generation;  as  those  great  men  have  been  spoken  of  in  this 
body,   who  farmed  the   present  Constitution  ?     Wdl  not  we  then  be  the 
illustrious  forefathers  ?     And  is  such  immortality  to  be  thrown  away  fur 
fear  of  a  little  expense  ? 

He  protested  against  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Franklin,  be- 
came It  was  unfair.    If  that  gentleman  and  many  others  bad  mule 
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two  or  three  hundred  speeches  a  piece,  were  modest  gentlemen,  like  himself, 
to  be  punished  for  their  modesty  ?  He  hoped  not.  He  said  he  gave  fairno- 
tice  that  he  had  several  hundred  speeches  yet  to  deliver ;  he  was  going  to 
prepare  them  in  the  inteiim  of  the  adjournment.  And  he  gave  further 
notice,  that  if  his  speeches  were  not  to  be  taken  down  and  printed,  he 
would  not  deliver  one  of  them — no,  not  one.  Out  of  sheer  revenge,  he 
would  withhold  them.  Who  would  make  a  speech,  and  not  have  it 
printed ! 

He  said  a  Constitntional  difficulty  had  been  raised  by  the  gentleman 
from  Franklin.  He  believed  it  was  Constitutional — perhaps  it  was  le^ 
—he  was  certain  it  was  one  or  the  other.  The  act  of  Assembly  provides 
that  the  Convention  shall  (or  may)  employ  **  a  competent  stenographer;** 
and  instead  of  following  the  act,  we  had  emp'oyed  four  stenographers, 
who  were  all  competent.  Here  was  the  point,  and  a  nice  one  it  was. 
The  difficulty  was  to  get  rid  of  it.  It  was  a  grave  question  of  construc- 
tion. He  thought  it  could  he  got  over.  He  would  advise  the  committee, 
if  the  proposition  was  refered  to  them,  to  make  a  new  bargain — to  em- 
ploy but  one  stenographer — give  him  the  wages  that  they  all  now  get-^- 
and  let  him  pay  his  assistants.  He  did  not  know,  but  he  thought  that 
would  save  the  act. 

Mr.  DvNLOP  assented  to  the  reference  of  the  resolution,  and  it  was 
then  refered. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  from  the  minority  of  the  Committee 
to  whom  was  refered  the  seventh  article  of  the  Ccmstitution,  made  the 
following  report,  which  was  read  and  laid  on  the  table : 

The  undersigned,  a  minority  of  the  Committee  appointed  on  the  seventh 
article  of  the  Constitution,  respectfully  report : 

That  in  their  opinion,  there  should  be  an  additional  section  to  the  said 
article  with  the  following  provision,  viz : 

In  order  to  advance  the  cause  of  Education,  and  secure  the  most  advan- 
tageous expenditure  of  the  monies  appropriated  to  that  object,  there  shall 
be  established  by  law,  a  Board  of  Public  Education,  to  be  composed  of  one 
or  more  Commissioners,  to  be  elected  by  the  Legislature,  who  shall  have 
the  care  and  management  of  the  public  funds  appropriated  by  law  to  that 
object,  together  with  the  superintendence  of  Common  Schools,  and  such 
other  public  Seminaries  of  learning  as  may  be  established  by  law  through- 
out the  State. 

JOSEPH  R.  CHANDLER, 
THOMAS  H.  SILL, 
GEO.  W.  RITER, 
JAMES  POLLOCK. 

Mr.  Reioart,  of  Lancaster,  moved  that  the  Convention  lesolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  further  consideration  of  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  to  whom  was  refered  the  sixth  article  of  the  Consti- 
tution. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by  striking  there- 
from all  after  the  word  **  the,"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  '*  resolution 
read  yesterday  relative  to  offices  of  Judicial  tenure." 

Mr.  D.  then  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

And,  the  question  being  taken,  was  decided— yeai  55 ;  nays,  57,  aa 
IbBoWa : 

TOL.  ni.  f4 
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YiAi.— Me»MH8.  Agnew,  Ayre«,  Bank*,  Bamdollar,  Bedford,  Brown,  of  LAoea^. 
Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Cbifctf 
Dauphin,  CUcke,  of  Indiina.  Cummin,  Curl!  Darrah, Dick^,  Dickerson,  Don nell, Dona, 
Eaile,  Fleming,  Fuller,  Gamble,  i  ilmore,  Grcnell,  Hastings.  Havhurst,  HelfleiMifiB, 
High,  Hyde,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Kreba,  Magee,  M'Cahen.  M'Call,  M'Dowcll.  MHiei, 
Montgomery,  Ovevfielil,  Pur'vianci?,  Read,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Sellcra,  Seltzer,  Scheetx,  Sbdlito, 
Smyth.  Sterigere,  Stevens,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Taggait — 55. 

Natbw— Me88r<<.  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Barnitz,  Rayne,  Bell.  Biddle,  Carey,  Cbamben. 
Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chandler,  of  Phil  \delphia,  Chaunc?y,  Clapp,  Cline.  Cochran,  Cope, 
Craig.  Crain,  Crum,  Cunningham,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dillinger,  Dunlop,  FarreUy,  Fo^ 
ward.  Fry,  Gearhari,  Harris,  Hen«!erson,  of  Dauphin,  Heiater,  Uopkinson,  Houptlngw- 
toll,  Jenks,  Konitjmacher,  Long,  Maclay,  M'Shrrry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Merkel,  Pem^- 
packer,  Pollock,  Pi>rt  t,  of  Lancaster,  Po  ter.  of  Narthimpton,  Rei?art,  Riler,  Roaiefl, 
Saegar,  Scott,  Scrrill,  Thomas,  Weaver,  Wcidman,  White,  Young,  Sergeant,  Prehdat 
—67. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Um 
Report  on  the  sixth  article, 

Mr.  M'Cahen  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered,  tod 
being  taken,  were — yeas,  100;  nays,  11,  as  follows  : 

YcAS.-Measrrt.  Aajnew,  Ayrcs,  Baldwin,  Banks.  Barclay,  BamdoIIar,Bamltz,Bayne,Bc^ 
ford.  Bell,  Biddle.  Brown,  of  Lancaster,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Carey,  Chamhcis,  Chiad- 
ler,  of  Chester,  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  Chmncey,  Clapp,  Clarke,  of  Beaver.  CItrk, 
of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  <  line.  Cope.  Cr.iig,  Crain,  Crum,  Cummin,  Cunnioglnai, 
Curll,  Darlington,  Darrah,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dickerson.  Dillinger,  Donnell,  Dunlop,  Fb^ 
relly,  Fleming,  Forward,  Fry,  Gamhie,  lOirhart.  Gilmore,  Harris,  Hastings,  Haybont, 
Helfienstcin,  Henderson,  of  Dnuphin.  Heisler,  High,  Hopkinstm,  Houpt,  Hyde,  Jeab^ 
Keim,  Kennedy.  Kerr,  Konigmac'ier,  Krebs.  Long,  Macliy,  Migee,  M'Call,  MDovcfl. 
M'Sherry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Merkel.  Millar,  Montgomery,  Nevin,  Ovcrfield,  Pennypacker. 
Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Porler,  of  Northampton,  Purviance,  Relgart,  Kead,  Ritta, 
RuhscII,  Sae;j(»r,  Scott,  Sellers.  Seltz?r,  8?rrill,  Suheetz,  Shellilo  Sill,  SieTena,  SweCUod, 
Taggart,  Thomas,  Weaver,  Wei-lmnn,  White,  Youn?,  Sergeant,  JPresident — 100. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bro-vn,  of  Philndelphia.  Butler,  Doran,  Baric,  Fuller,  Grcnell.  Ingni- 
uoll.  M'Cahcn,  Smyth,  Stcrigrre,S»ickel— 11. 

So  the  question  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

SIXTH    ARTICLE. 

The  Convention  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Commitlee  of  the  Whole, 
(Mr.  Chambers  in  the  Chair),  upon  the  Report  on  the  sixth  article  of  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  Read  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote,  agreeing  to  so  much  of  the 
Report  as  relates  to  the  fifth  section,  as  amended,  on  motion  of  the  gende- 
man  from  Fayette.  (Mr.  Fuller). 

Mr.  Read  said,  he  had  voted  for  this  amendment  very  reluctantly,  and 
he  now  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  it  was  adopted. 

When  he  voted  for  it,  he  felt  compelled/undcr  the  rules,  as  enforced  by  the 

Chair,  to  decide  between  that  and  another  more  objectionable  proposition. 

When  he  found  that  his  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  could  not 

be  sustained,  he  was  obliged  to  take  one  or  the  other  of  the  propositiont. 

though  he  disapproved  of  both.     He  did  not  know  at  the  lime  that  other 

gentlemen  had  voted  under  the  same  circumstances,  and   perhaps  a  tuffi- 

cient  number  to  change  the  majority.     If  the  motion  lo  leconsider  shouki 

prevail,  gnd  the  j mtr.dmeni  of  ll;c  gendeman   ircm  Fayctt£»   be  ifjec- 

ted,  he   would   then   ofler   the   following  as  a  substitute   for  it:     •*Thc 

Aldeimen  and  Justicrs  of  the  Pcsce  fchall  be  elected  for  five  years;  acd. 

until  otherwise  directed  bv  kw,  there  ffhall  be  cnc  for  f  ach  district.     The 
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Justices  shall  be  elected  at  the  same  time  with  the  Con 
Aldermen  with  the  Assessors." 

Mr.  Fuller  was  opposed,  he  said,  to  the  pioposilion  w 
man  from  Susquehanna  had  brought  to  llie  view  of  the  ( 
contained  a  principle  directly  opposite  to  the  amendment 
venlion  had  adopted.     It  said  to  the  people,  you  arc  not  c 
termine  what  number  of  Justices  vou  ought  to  have.     If 
were  prepared  now  to  chajiire  their  minds  on  this  subject, 
80,  and  agree  to  the  re-consideration ;  but,  he  trusted  they 
to  do  so.     'I'o  adopt  the  proposition  of  the  gentlemaj,  wo 
the  people,  you  are  competent  to  elect  your  Justices,  but  i 
how  many  you  shall  hav<'.     The  Committee  had  already  d 
woiilxl  not  lix  the  number  of  Justices  at  one  for  each  dis 
volve  the  rcpulalicm  of  the  number  upon  the  Lepslalurc 
ductive  of  great  embarrassment  and  inconvenience.. 

Mr.  Merrill  opposed  the  motion  to  re-consider.  The 
the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  was  objectionable,  in  cons< 
the  word  "districts".  A  district  might  be  composed  of 
But  how  the  several  townships  should  have  their  own  ofli( 
ciple  as  to  which-  there  was,  he  hoped,  no  dispute.  Th 
ihe  gentleman  fioni  Susquehanna  would  be  very  unaccept 
pie,  for  it  would  tend  to  mingle  the  elections  of  their  to^ 
politics,  and  would  force  them  also  to  return  Justices  wh( 
lUce.  It  provided  that  each  town  should  apply  to  the  Lc 
it  could  have  more  than  one  Justice  of  the  Peace,  lie 
leave  it  to  the  people  to  say  how  many  Justices  they  sli 
then  the  Legislature  could  provule  for  ihcir  election  at  son 
and  every  one  would  know  it.  He  by  no  means  wished 
number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  but  in  some  of  the  towns 
ry  to  have  more  than  one.  He  should,  therefore  vote  ag 
sideration. 

Mr.  Smvtii  said,  that  he  prefered  the  amendment  of 
from  Fayette  (Mr.  Fullkb)  to  that  of  the  gentleman  fron 
(Mr.  Read.)  His  reasons  were,  that  there  were  very  fe^ 
which  two  Justices  were  not  wanted,  and  that  if  the  am 
gentleman  from  Susquehanna  was  adopted,  application  w< 
made  to  the  Legislature,  before  a  township  could  elect  mo 
tice.  It  would  be  better  to  leave  the  appointment  of  Just 
ernor,  than  to  adopt  such  a  rule  as  this.  He  was  opposed  t 
eration,  and,  if  it  prcvriiled,  he  should  vote  against  the  pro 
ted  by  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna. 

Mr.  Dari/ngton  said,  he  was  in  favor  of  the  rc-consi 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  did  not  limit 
Justices.  What  would  be  the  consequence  ?  For  some 
ticc  would  be  suflicient,  in  the  opinion  of  its  inhabitant 
party  in  the  town,  would  have  their  favorite  candidate,  th 
be  obliged  to  get  over  the  difficulty,  by  electir.g  all  the  cai 
would  be  the  operation  of  the  system  advocated  by  the 
Fayette.  But  suppose  you  carry  out  the  principle  a 
present  laws,  you  take  from  the  people  the  power  of  sa 
U^vems  Uiere  M)^  bo  in  a  town,  and  give  it  tq  the  I^gi) 
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the  people  are  the  best  judges  of  the  number  of  tarems  they  mnj  wnt, 
why  leave  the  number  to  be  regulated  by  the  Legislature  T  The  peopk 
wished  to  be  protected  from  an  unnecessary  and  mischieTous  number  of 
Justices,  as  well  as  tavern-keepers.  He  could  see  no  good  reason  for  leav- 
ing this  matter  to  the  people,  and  he  thought  it  necessary  to  leave  it  to 
some  discreet  authority,  to  say  how  many  Justices  there  should  he  in 
each  town.  As  the  majority  of  the  Convention  were  in  favor  of  the  dee- 
tive  principle,  as  applied  to  these  officers,  he  should  go  for  the  best  regu- 
lation of  it  that  he  could  get. 

Mr.  Atres  8aid,#vhen  the  subject  was  before  the  committee,  he  had 
voted  against  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  bei^nise,  he 
had  doubts  as  to  its  practicability.  It  was  not  on  account  of  any  oppon- 
tion  to  the  election  of  Justices  by  the  people,  that  he  voted  against  ths 
propofiition,  for  he  was  in  favor  of  applying  the  elective  principle  to  them; 
but,  because  it  could  not  be  carried  into  eflect  with  any  certainty.  The 
difficulties  which  he  had  before  suggested  in  the  committee,  had  not  been 
explained,  nor  removed.  It  occured  to  him,  then,  and  now,  that  for  a  par- 
ticular district  to  elect  a  Justice,  who  shotdd  have  jurisdiction  in  the 
.  tvhole  county,  was  a  violation  of  the  elective  principle ;  because,  we  shall 
then  have  an  officer  over  us.  in  whose  appointment  we  have  no  infloence. 
The  counties  were  divided  into  districts.  His  county  had  six  districts, 
and  thirteen  townships.  The  districts  had  no  regard  to  township  Ihies 
whatever.  But  looking  at  the  commissions  of  the  Justices,  it  woaldbe 
found,  that  they  are  not  appointed  for  the  co\mty,  nor  for  the  townships, 
but  for  the  districts.  He  could  not  vote  for  a  system  which  gives  to  a 
Justice  of  the  Peaee,  any  jurisdiction  over  a  part  of  the  county,  which 
has  no  influence,  nor  control  over  his  election.  Another  objection  to  the 
provision  was,  that  it  left  it  to  the  people  of  the  townships,  to  fix  the 
number  of  Justices.  This  appeared  to  him  to  be  impracticable,  for  h  pat 
out  of  the  question,  any  settled  and  known  rule,  for  the  regulation  of  the 
number.  There  was  no  way  in  which  the  people,  through  the  baHot  box, 
could  determine  for  themselves,  with  any  uniformity  and  convenience, 
what  number  of  Justices  they  should  have.  Seme  would  vote  for  &vtt 
some  for  three,  and  some  for  ten.  Did  it  not  leave  to  uncertaintv,  the 
number  to  be  fixed  upon,  for  any  particular  district?  The  system  coold 
not  be  carried  into  effect,  with  any  degree  of  certainty,  or  convenience, 
and,  therefore,  he  should  vote  for  the  re-consideration,  with  a  view  to  d» 
adoption  of  some  better  rule. 

Mr.  Kead  said,  the  objection  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  to  my  plan, 
is,  that  it  is  aristocratic,  absard.  and  says  to  the  people,  you  are  not  <joal- 
ified  to  determine  how  many  Justices  you  shall  have.  If  oil  this  is  so, 
then  let  the  proposition  be  rejected.  But  the  objection  to  his  plan,  is,  that 
it  is  utterly  impracticable ;  and  if  it  was  carried  out,  it  would  reqnire  tvo 
special  elections  in  the  townships— one  to  determine  how  many,  and 
the  other  who  should  be  elected.  This  would  produce  more  trouble  and 
vexation,  in  appointing  a  single  Magistrate,  than  it  was  worth.  But  ny 
system  does  not  say  to  the  people,  you  are  unfit  to  detennine  the  number 
of  your  Magistrates,  but.  that  it  is  inconvenient  for  you  to  do  it.  It  as- 
sumes one  Justice  to  be  sufficient  for  each  town,  but  it  leaves  to  those 
who  are  not  satisfied  with  one,  to  procure  an  act  for  the  election  of  any 
other  suitable  number ;  and  then,  when  the  arrangement  is  once  made,  it 
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may  remain  undisturbed  for  thirty,  or  fifty  years.  The  objection  of  the 
gentleman  from  Union,  that  a  district  might  be  composed  of  several  town- 
ships, he  had  avoided,  by  striking  out  the  words  ''  boroughs,  wards,  and 
townships.*'  The  proposition  considered  every  borough,  ward,  and 
township,  as  a  district.  He  had  been  ur^ed  to  move  a  re-consideration, 
by  several  gentlemen,  who,  like  himself,  had  voted  for  the  aitendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  in  preference  to  another,  still  more  objection- 
abte  proposition. 

Mr.  DuNLOP  was  inclined,  he  said,  to  hang  on  to  the  amendment, 
already  adopted,  notwithstanding  what  the  gentleman  across  the  way  (Mr. 
Atres)  had  said.  He  would  take  leave  to  say,  that  he  felt  incHned  to 
support  the  proposition  which  had  been  adopted,  for  the  very  reasons  on 
which  it  had  been  opposed.  That  the  jurisdiction  of  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
had  been  confined  to  the  districts  for  which  they  were  severally  elected, 
had  been  a  subject  of  complaint  for  years.  He  could  sec  no  reason,  why 
their  jurisdiction  should  be  limited  to  the  townships  where  they  were 
elected.  If  he  had  a  claim  against  an  individual  two  or  three  miles  off, 
he  would  have  to  hunt  him  from  one  district  to  another,  as  long  as  he  kept 
moving.  If  the  Justices  are  to  be  elected  by  the  people  of  the  district, 
to  which  their  jurisdiction  is  limited,  what  sort  of  a  chance  will  a  man 
have,  who  lives  out  of  the  district?  Would  not  the  Justice  be  disponed 
to  favor  those,  who  lived  in  the  same  district  which  elected  him,  and  who 
voted  for  him,  and  upon  whom  his  re-election  depended.  It  would  be  too 
troublesome  to  suitors,  to  be  obliged  to  go  out  of  their  own  town,  to  pros- 
ecute a  claim  upon  a  man  in  the  county.  Was  a  merchant  to  be  obliged 
to  carry  his  books  all  over  the  county  after  his  debtor  ? — to  leave  the 
county  town,  and  carry  his  day-book  and  ledger  in  pursuit  of  his  debtor, 
through  the  different  election  districts,  in  order  to  get  a  judgment?  He 
could  not  see  any  good  reason,  for  contining  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Justi- 
ces to  the  districts  wheie  they  were  elected  ;  nor  did  he  see  why  the  peo- 
ple should  not  have  the  privilege  of  saying  how  many  there  ought  to 
be,  if  ihev  were  to  elect  them. 

Mr.  BcLL  was  in  favor,  he  said,  of  the  proposition  brought  to  view  by 
the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  and  would  vote  for  it,  provided  it  did 
not  restrict  the  jurisdiction  of  ihe  Justices,  to  the  districts  where  they  were 
elected.  But,  as  it  struck  his  ear,  when  it  was  read,  it  did  not  seem  to 
have  that  effect. 

Mr.  Read  remarked,  that  there  wns  no  difference  between  his  pro- 
position, and  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  that  up  to  this  time,  ho  had  been  unfavorable  to  the  elec- 
tion of  Justices  of  the  Peace  by  the  people,  and  in  favor  of  vesting  their 
appointment  in  the  Governor,  with  certain  iPs!rictions ;  but  it  was  in  vain 
to  deny  the  fact  that  there  was  a  large  mnjority  of  this  Convention  in  fa- 
vor of  the  election  of  these  oflicers.  Then  the  onlv  matter  we  have  to 
aellle  is  the  details.  The  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette  was 
decidedly  objectionable.  The  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Susque- 
hanna, is  a  proposition  to  vest  in  the  Legislature,  the  immediate  represen- 
tatives of  the  people,  the  right  of  fixing,  from  time  to  time,  the  number 
of  Justices  to  be  selected  in  each  distriirt;  and  where,  he  would  ask,  can 
it  be  vested  with  more  propriety  ?  He  could  not  see  how  this  power 
could  be  abttsed :  and  if  it  could  not,  he  could  tee  no  objection  to  placing 
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it  in  the  hands  of  the  Legislature.  He  took  it  that  the  Legislature  cooU 
settle  the  matter  as  well  as  the  people  could,  in  their  primary  assemUici, 
and  much  more  conveniently.  When  the  people  in  any  district  desire  a 
change,  they  can  send  in  their  petition  to  the  Legislatnre,  and  it  can  settk 
and  regulate  the  matter  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  and  without  any  incon- 
venience to  the  people.  It  may,  in  some  districts,  frequently  become  ne- 
cessary to  change  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace,  which  would  make 
it  very  inconvenient  for  the  people  to  call  meetings  for  the  purpose  of  mi- 
king the  regulation  in  the  numhcr.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna  was  much  more  simple  than  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Fayette,  and  simplicity  ought  to  be 
consulted  in  forming  the  fundamental  law  of  the  land.  He  should,  there- 
fore, vote  in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  the  former  gentleman,  and  against 
that  of  the  latter,  because  he  considered  the  proposition  of  the  former 
gentleman  far  preferable  to  tlie  other. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  ic-consider,  and  decided 
in  the  aflirmative — ayes,  48 ;  noes,  27. 

The  question  tlicn  came  up  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  committee, 
as  amended. 

Mr.  Head  said,  that  tlic  only  wav  in  which  we  can  now  reach  our  ob- 
ject,  is  by  negativing  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  he  would  then  sub- 
mit the  amendment  which  he  held  in  his  hand. 

Mr.  Fry  then  moved  to  amend  the  report  of  the  committee,  as  amended, 
by  adding  to  the  end  tlierei»f,  the  fullowing:  ^'  Not  more  than  one  to  be 
elected  for  each  ward,  borough,  or  township,  unless  a  majority  of  the  tax- 
ables  of  such  ward,  borough,  or  township,  shall  decide  at  sur.h  times  zai 
places,  as  shall  be  directed  by  law,  that  if  u  second  is  necessary,  they  ma?, 
at  their  next  election,  elect  another ;  but  in  no  case  shall  they  elect  more 
than  three,  and  not  then,  unless  such  ward,  borough,  or  township,  shall 
contain  one  thousand  taxables^*. 

Mr.  Fry  was  in  favor  of  leaving  with  the  people  all  the  powers  they  conld 
conveniently  exercise.  He  considered  that  if  there  was  any  power,  aboat 
which  there  was  a  drxibt,  as  to  the  place  where  it  should  he  left,  that  that 
power  should,  undoubtedly,  be  vested  in  the  people.  He  would,  in  the 
first  place,  give  each  district  one  Magistrate;  and  then  he  would  leave  it 
with  the  people  themselves,  whether  they  would  have  two  or  three.  If 
they  desired  the  additional  nnmbcr,  thf*y  could  elect  them  ;  and  he  appre- 
hended tlial  this  would  not  be  attended  with  nny  inconvenience.  The 
amendment  which  he  had  offered,  lie  look  to  be  of  importance  to  the  peo- 
ple, as  it  afforded  n  rule  founded  upon  principles  of  equality  and  justice, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  adopted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  Uead  would  barely  remark,  that  if  the  geuileman  fiom  Montgome- 
ry (Mr.  Fry)  would  read  the  two  propositions,  he  xvould  see  that  they 
did  not  correspond  together ;  so  that,  in  order  to  obtain  his  object,  he 
would  have  to  modify  :t,  or  move  to  strike  out  a  part  of  the  report. 

Mr.  Stickel  was  a  little  surprised  that  some  gentlemen  could  not  trust 
the  people  enough  to  allow  them  to  elect  their  own  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
and  make  their  own  local  township  regtdations.  He  thought  that  every 
township  contained  reasonable  men  enough  within  its  limits,  to  make  its  own 
regulations,  in  this  reapect,  and  every  other.  He  took  it  that  the  matter 
would  be  as  well  regulated  if  left  in  the  band^  of  the  people,  as  if  le{i  U) 
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the  hands  of  the  Governor  or  Legislalnre.  As  an  evidence  of  this,  he 
would  refer  gentlemen  to  the  elective  officers  in  the  townships  and  coun- 
ties* Who  would  pretend  to  say  that  the  officers  in  each  county,  who 
were  appointed  by  the  Governor,  were  better  than  those  elected  by  the 
people?  Who  v^ould  pretend  to  say  that  the  Prothonotaries,  Clerks  of 
coarts,  and  Justices  of  the  Peace,  in  each  county,  were  belter  officers,  or 
m»rc  honest  men,  than  the  Sheriffs,  Coroners,  and  County  Cbmmiasion- 
ers  ?  Gentlemen  need  not  tell  him  that  the  appointments  made  by  the 
Governor,  were  better  appointments  than  those  made  by  the  people.  It 
was  altogether  a  mistake  that  these  officers  were  any  better  than  they 
would  be  if  elected  by  the  people.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  regula- 
tion of  this  matter  might  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  people,  as  he  appre- 
hended ihey  would  attend  to  it  without  any  difficulty,  and  with  more  satis- 
faction to  themselves,  than  if  it  was  left  with  the  Legislature. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Fry  was  then  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  Bell  enquired,  if  the  question  was  now  about  to  be  taken  was  ne- 
gatived, whether  the  report  of  the  committee  would  then  come  up  ? 

The  CiiAin  said  the  question  then  was  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the 
committee,  and  if  it  was  negatived,  so  much  of  the  report  as  related  to 
the  fifth  section,  would  be  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  Read  then  enquired  whciher  it  would  not  be  in  order,  if  this  report 
was  negatived,  to  offet  a  new  fifth  section  ? 

The  Chair  replied  that  this  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  Fuller  called  for  the  yeas  and  navs,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  Drown,  of  Philadelphia,  then  offiercd  the  following  amendment,  to 
the  report  of  the  committee,  as  amended  : 

"  But  no  ward  shall  have  more  than  Dne  Justice  of  the  Peace,  or  Alder- 
man :  and  no  township  shall  increase  the  number  moi«  than  one  in  five 
years". 

Mr.  Brown  said  he  believed  the  only  difficulty  which  the  committee 
now  experienced,  was  as  to  the  mode  of  detcrmihing  the  number  of  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace,  and  Aldermen,  for  each  township,  or  ward.  He  pre- 
sumed the  objection  to  leaving  the  number  unlimited,  was  the  suspicion 
that  there  might  be  too  great  a  number  selected.  A  gieat  difficulty  has 
been  experienced  in  attempting  to  fix  the  number  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  taxable  inhabitants ,-  and  he  was  of  opinion  that,  when  we  say 
the  number  shall  not  be  increased  more  than  one,  in  every  five  years,  it 
would  prevent  loo  great  an  increase  at  any  particular  period.  He  felt  sat- 
isfied that  the  first  part  of  the  proposition,  limiting  the  number,  in  the  first 
place,  to  one  in  every  ward,  w  ould  prove  satisfactory,  as  he  had  no  doubt 
but  one  was  sufficient.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  this  proposition  might 
meet  with  a  favorable  reception  from  the  committee. 

Mr.  Read  said,  there  was  another  serious  objection  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  as  amended,  and  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  the 
county  of  Philadelphia  did  not  provide  for  the  case.  This  was,  that  no 
time  was  mentioned  for  the  election  for  determining  the  number  of  these 
ofiicers. 

Mr.  Brown  said,  liis  only  object  was  to  get  at  a  limitation  in  tlie  num- 
ber for  each  ward.  If  any  gentleman  wished  to  limit  the  number  in  the 
townships  to  two,  three,  oi  four,  he  had  no  objection  to  it 

Mr.  FuLLSR  said,  that  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  (Mr.  Rsao) 
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had  just  stated,  that  no  time  was  fixed  by  his  amendment,  for  holding  tkt 
elections  for  determining  the  number  of  these  officers.  If  the  geutknua 
would  turn  to  the  amendment,  he  would  find  that  provision  is  there  mad» 
by  which  the  whole  matter  is  to  be  regulated  by  law,  as  well  as  the  mode 
of  election  for  determining  the  number  as  the  mode  of  election  c(  the  offi- 
cers. Another  objection  had  been  urged  against  this  anaendment,  by  the 
gendeman  from  Butler,  (Mr.  Purviance)  which  was,  that  the  citizens  of 
each  ward,  borough,  and  township,  would  experience  a  great  difiiesltj 
in  ascertaining  and  determining  how  many  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Al- 
dermen ought  to  be  elected.  The  gentleman  states,  that  one  pen^o  will 
want  one  number,  and  another,  another  number,  and,  thai  there  will  be 
ffreat  difficulty  in  agreeing  to  any  particular  number  of  these  officeis,— 
Now,  he  apprehended,  that  there  would  be  no  more  difficulty  in  determiaiof 
the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  required  in  a  township,  than  in  deier- 
mining  the  number  of  officers  required  by  this  Convention.  It  seemed  loluin 
when  gentlemen  came  to  look  into  the  matter,  that  all  difficulties  wosld 
vanish.  If  it  wduld  be  impossible  to  determine  the  namber  of  oficctt 
required  in  a  township,  it  would  be  impossible  here  to  determine  on  tbe 
number  of  officers  required  by  the  Convention.  As  to  the  deuiU  alluded 
to  by  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  it  would  be  found  up<m  a  refeieocc 
to  the  amendment  itself,  that  the^^  were  to  be  provided  for  by  law. 

Mr.  Cummin  could  not  see  why  there  should  be  any  limitation  put  opon 
the  number  ofi  Justices  of  the  Peace  which  might  be  required  in  a  town- 
ship ;  as  the  people  were  the  best  judges  in  the  case.      Thev  were  the 
best  judges  of  their  own  wants,  and  the  best  regulators  of  their  own  local 
affairs.     He  lived  in  a  township,  which  was  but  a  small  township  to  be 
sure,  it  being  only  fourteen  or  fifteen  miles  long,  but  what  would  be  iti 
situation,  and  how  would  its  business  be  done,  if  it  was  allowed  but  one 
Magistrate  ^     It  would  be  utterly  impracticable  to  get  along  with  but  one 
M  igistrate  in  a  township.      The  least  number  that  should  be  thought  of 
for  his  township  was  two,  and  then  it  should  be  left  with  the  people  to  say 
whether  that  number  was  sufficient,     'i'he  next  township  to  him  was  a 
large  township,  and  would  require  three  at  least.      Then,  he  took  it,  diat 
there  was  no  better  way  of  determining  this  matter  than  by  leaving  it  to 
the  people  of  each  township  to  decide  among  themselves.      He  believed 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia  county,  would  have  die 
effi;ct  to  destroy  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  people  of  the  differeot 
wards,  boroughs  and  townships.     As  to  the  term  of  office  of  these  offieetf, 
he  was  for  reducing  it  from  the  time  proposed  in  the  amendment.    He 
tiiought  five  years  to  be  entirely  too  long ;  three  years  was  long  enough.— 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  about  the  want  of  capacity  and  respectability  of 
these  officeis,  and  the  manner  in  which  they  administer  justice.     He  him* 
self,  knew  much  of  the  abuses  practiced  by  these  officers,  and  some  of  it 
was  altogether  unfit  to  be  placed  upon  record ;  but  he  apprehended,  that 
this  crying  evil  would  be  corrected  when  their  election  is  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  people.      The  people  will  know  who  in  each  township  will 
make  the  best  officers,  and  they  will  make  such  selection  as  will  do  honor 
to  themselves,  and  a  great  service  to  the  public.     He  believed  two  Maiiif- 
trates  would  be  enough  in  the  township  in  which  he  resided ;  but  in  anoth- 
er township  in  that  county,  four  would  be  required,  therefore  the  nuniMr 
•hoold  be  unlimited.     Let  it  be  as  it  would,  hoveirer,  he  bclieitd  kt 
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•honld  have  to  vote  against  the  whole  section,  because  he  considered  five 
years  too  great  a  length  of  time  for  ihese  officers  to  hold  their  offices.— 
Two  years  would  please  him  belter,  but  he  would  agree  to  three  years,  as 
he  thtiught  (hat  time  would  prove  satisfactory  to  the  people.  He  should 
not  now  go  into  this  question  further,  reserving  to  himself  the  right,  how- 
ever, to  express  his  opinions  more  fully  on  second  reading,  provided  the 
proposition  was  not  made  to  conform  to  his  wishes. 

Mr.  Sill  hoped,  that  this  restriction  would  not  be  imposed  upon  the  peo- 
ple of  the  country.  It  was  his  opinion,  if  this  amendment  prevailed,  that 
it  would  go  more  to  restrict  the  liberties,  and  effect  the  rights  of  the  people 
of  this  Commonwealth,  than  any  other  amendments,  li  appeared  to  him, 
that  it  was  altogether  unnecessary  to  make  these  restrictions,  as  he  thought 
the  people  were  the  best  judges  of  this  matter.  When  we  are  acting  upon 
a  matter  of  this  kind,  we  should  tal.e  into  consideration  the  manner  of  doing 
business  in  the  several  townships  and  boroughs.  In  some  boroughs,  it 
was  the  practice  of  the  people  to  do  all  their  business  for  several  of  the  ad- 
joining townships,  so  that  more  Justices  would  be  wanting  in  these  bo- 
roughs, than  in  a  single  township.  This  was  the  case  in  the  borough  of 
Erie.  The  people  cf  the  adjoining  townships  hU  came  into  the  borough  to 
transact  their  business,  so  that  dierc  it  would  be  necessarv  to  have  an  in- 
crease  in  the  number  of  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  while  in  those  adjoining 
townships  it  would  scarcely  be  necessary  to  appoint  one.  His  own  opin- 
ion was,  that  the  matter  had  better  be  left  altogether  to  the  people,  or  alto- 
gether to  the  Legislature,  so  that  they  might  regulate  and  prescribe  the 
number.  It  was  perhaps,  not  very  important,  which  of  these  modes  was 
fixed  upon,  but  he  should  be  in  favor  of  adopting  one  of  them. 

The  vote  being  taken,  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Brown  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  said,  we  had  been  placed  in  rather  a  delicate 
situation,  in  relation  to  this  malter.  AVe  have  been  here  contending  for  a 
great  radical  principle,  the  limitation  of  the  tenure  of  the  offices  of  the 
Magistrates,  and  connected  with  that,  we  have  another  principle,  giving 
their  election  to  the  people.  Then  again,  we  have  another  question  to  be 
taken  with  it,  as  to  how  many  we  will  have  in  each  borough,  township, 
and  ward.  He  was,  for  his  part,  decidedly  in  favor  of  limiting  the  tcnuie 
of  office,  and  he  was  for  giving  the  election  to  the  people  ;  but  as  to  this 
matter,  of  the  regulation  of  the  number  required  in  each  township,  it  had 
struck  him  from  the  first,  that  the  better  plan  was  to  leave  the  Legislature 
to  fix  it,  and  decide  on  the  number.  The  report  of  the  committee,  as 
amended,  left  the  selection  of  the  number  of  Magistrates  with  the  people, 
whii'h  he  did  not  think  the  most  proper  and  convenient  mode,  but  he  did 
not  like  to  vote  against  it,  because  it  would  then  go  upon  the  record  that 
he  voted  against  the  whole  thing,  and  against  that  for  which  we  have  been 
to  long  contending — the  limitation  in  the  tenure  of  office,  and  giving  the 
election  to  the  people.  But  he  had  a  dislike  to  vote  against  it  on  another 
account.  We  are  now  at  the  end  of  our  session,  and  our  minds  are  not  in 
a  proper  condition  to  consider  this  matter,  and  if  we  voted  down  this 
amendment,  it  would  open  up  the  whole  question,  and  he  did  not  know  where 
it  wouhl  end.  Now,  he  thought  there  was  a  way  of  getting  at  this  ques- 
tion without  risk.  He  thought  it  would  be  most  judicious  for  the  gentle- 
man from  Susquehanna,  to  offer  his  proposition  as  an  amendment  to  the 
report  of  the  committee-*not  to  strike  it  out,  but  to  attach  it  to  it  as  an 
VOL.  III.  a4 
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imendment.  It  is  true,  there  would  be  a  discrepancy  between  the  t»e, 
but  accoi ding  to  the  rule,  it  would  not  be  competent  for  the  Chair  to  <fc- 
cide  it  out  of  order.  Then,  if  ihe  majority  of  the  Convention  were  fawr- 
able  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Susquehanna,  they  will  tom 
for  it;  and  when  it  comes  up  on  second  reading,  a  division  of  the  questioe 
can  be  called,  and  one  part  of  the  repoit  can  bo  rejected,  and  the  otherpait 
adopted.  By  this  means,  we  will  be  holding  on  to  one  tiling  until  weget 
anoiher.  He  wished  to  have  hold  of  the  latter  proposition  with  tfaeene 
band,  before  he  let  go  the  former  with  the  other.  He  was  fearful  that  if 
we  voted  down  this  report,  that  the  whole  subject  would  be  opened  ap, 
and  that  in  the  few  days  we  ha\e  yet  to  sit,  wc  will  be  able  to  get  nothiof 
done.  It  seemed  to  him,  that  if  wc  were  to  take  this  course,  that  it  would 
be  perfectly  safe,  and  that  we  would  get  at  the  question  w^iihont  difficulty. 
He  did  not  know  how  this  course  of  proceeding  would  suit  other  ffeotle- 
men,  but  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  best  that  we  could  adopt,  under  ail 
the  circumstances. 

Mr.  Read  said,  if  he  had  supposed  that  there  was  not  two  to  one  ia  fa- 
vor of  the  elective  principle,  he  never  should  have  moved  a  reconsidera- 
tion ;  and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  must  see,  that  that  same  roajoritv 
which  will  reject  the  report  of  the  committee,  can  adopt  a  substitute.  He 
would  not  vote  against  the  elective  principle  contained  in  tliis  report,  if  he 
thought  there  was  any  danger  of  not  being  able  to  carry  it  in  some  other 
form.  'J'hete  could,  by  no  possibility,  be  the  least  dapger  in  the  course  he 
proposed  pursuing,  because  it  would  always  be  in  the  power  of  the  ma- 
jority to  adopt  a  substitute,  wlienever  they  saw  proper.  He  could  not 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  because  it  would  be 
placing  himself  upon  the  record  in  a  ridiculous  point  of  view.  The  two 
propositions  would  be  incongruous  and  inconsistent,  and  it  would  be  en- 
tirely out  of  the  question  for  him  to  think..of  moving  tlie  one  as  an  amend- 
menl  to  the  other.  He  thought,  considering  the  large  majority  which  we 
have  here,  in  favor  of  the  elective  principle,  that  the  gentleman  need  not 
have  any  fears  in  voting  against  this  proposition.  As  there  wa^  not  the 
least  danger  in  it,  he  hoped  the  report  of  the  committee  would  now  be 
voted  down  without  delay. 

Mr.  Shrllito  could  see  no  reason  why  the  subject  should  'not  be  let 
rest,  until  we  meet  again.  It  could  not  be  expected  that  now,  at  the  end 
of  our  labors,  we  would  open  up  and  go  into  this  subject  anew.  If  there 
is  any  thing  wrong  in  the  report,  we  can  alter  it  hereafter.  There  could 
be  no  benefit  expected  to  be  derived  from  the  changing  of  this  proposition 
now,  and  he  should  therefore  vote  for  the  report  of  the  committee  as  it 
stands,  and  riot  vote  to  open  up  a  question,  which  we  may  not  be  able  to 
dispose  of  during  our  present  session.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  re- 
port of  the  committee  would  be  adopted. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  committee, 
as  amended,  when  it  was  decided — yeas,  52;  nays,  56— as  follows: 

Ykas-— Menra.  Banks,  Bedford,  Brown,  of  Lancaster,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brow* 
of  Philadelphia,  Clarke,  of  Indiana.  Cochran,  Craig,  Crain,  Cummin,  Curll,  Darrah 
Dickey,  Dillinger,  Donnell,  Doran,  Dunlop,  Fuller,  Harris,  Hustings,  Heiaensteio,  Hifb. 
Houpt,  Hyde,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Kerr.  Krclw,  Magee,  M'Cahcn,  M^CaU,  Merrill,  Miller, 
Montgomery,  Nevin,  Overfield,  Porter,  of  Northampton  JPurviance,Ritter,  Rogers,  Saegcr. 
Sellers,  Seltzer,  Serrill,  Scheetz,  Shellito,  Sill,  Smyth,  Stickel,  Sivetland.  Taggart 
Whit*— 58. 
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Nats — M etsrs.  Agnow,  Ayres,  Barclay,  Barndollar,  Bamitz,  Bayne,  Bell,  Biddle,  C^ 
n^f '  Cbamherf^  Cbandlei,  of  Chester,  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  Chauncey,  Clapp, 
Glaikei  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Cline,  Cope,  Cram,  Cunningham,  Datlington, 
Denny,  Earle,  Farrelly,  F1**ming,  Fry,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Gilmcnre,  Gkenell,  Haybunit 
HeoderHon,  of  Dauphin,  Hieflter,  Hopkinson,  Ingersoll,  Jenks,  Konigmacher,  Long,  Me- 
ekly, M*Sberry,  Meredith,  Merkcl,  Pennypacker,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Reigart,  Read» 
Russell,  Scott,  Snively,  Stcrigerc,  Stevens,  Thomaii,  Weaver,  Weidman,  Yoang,  8er> 
foant,  Pretident — 66. 

Mr.  Read  then  submited  the  following  new  section,  to  be  called  *'  Sec- 
lion  3" : 

**  Aldermen  and  Justicei  of  the  Peace  shall  bo  elected  in  the  several  wards,  horoa^;hi, 
And  townships,  for  a  term  of  five  years.  Until  the  number  shall  be  otherwise  directed  by 
law,  one.  person  shall  he  elected  in  each  ward,  bqrou^h,  and  township.  Aldermen  shall 
be  elected  at  the  time  of  election  of  as^ssorj ;  Ju-^ices  shall  be  elected  at  the  time  of  eleo> 
tion  of  constables.'' 

Mr.  KoNioMACHER  then  moved  to  amend  tlie  amendment  of  Mr.  Read, 
by  striking  it  out,  and  inserting : 

'*  The  Governor  shall  appoint  such  number  of  Ja<<tice3  of  the  Peace  and  Aldermen,  in 
the  respective  townships,  ward 4,  and  Doroughs,  ai  are  or  shall  bo  directed  by  law.     Tbey 
ahbll  be  commissioned  for  the  term  of  seven  years;  but  miy  be  removed  on  convictiim  oif 
misbehavior  in  oflice,  or  of  any  infamours  crime,  or  on  the  address  of  both  Houses  of  ths 
Legislature." 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

Mr.  OvERFiBLD  then  moved,  that  when  the  Convention  adjourn,  it  will 
adjourn  to  meet  again  to-morrow  morning  at  nine  o'clock,  and  that  the  af- 
ternoon sessions  be  dispensed  with,  for  the  remainder  of  the  session. 

The  above  motion  was  agreed  to ;  when 

The  Convention  adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY,  July  12,  1837. 

The  President  laid  before  tha  Convention,  the  following  comnani- 
cation  from  Levi  Hollinoswortii,  Clerk  of  the  Common  Council  of 
the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  resolutions  of  the  Select  and  Common 
Councils  of  that  city,  which,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Scott,  were  refered  to 
the  committee  appointed  to  ascertoin  and  report  the  most  eligible  place 
for  the  meeting  of  the  Convention  on  the  17th  of  October  next. 

**  Common  Council  Chamber, 
Judy  10,  1837. 
Hon.  John  Sergeant, 

President  of  the  Convention : 
Sir  :— At  a  meeting  of  the  Councils  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  held 
this  day,  in  the  City  Hull,  the  enclosed  preamble  and  resolutions  were 
unanimously  adopted,  and  directed  to  be  transmited  to  you,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  laid  before  the  body  over  which  you  preside. 

I  aiii,  very  respectfully. 

Your  pbedient  servant, 

LEVI  HOLLINGSWORTH, 
Ckrk  of  Common  Cowwif\ 
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Whereat,  Infarmation  hiw  been  received  from  Harrisbtir?,  that  the  Convtatioii,  ttsm 
■itttn^  At  that  place,  for  the  amendment  of  the  Btate  ConatitatioQ,  hav»  deterauBti  » 
adj  mm  on  the  14th  instant,  and  to  re  assemble  next  autumn,  at  aoois  p\^c9  bervifiar  t» 
be  designated ;  and  the  con<ititu:ed  aathoitin  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia  believing  ikai 
the  great  oHifYt  of  the  ss'd  Convention  and  the  peraonal  c  imfort  of  its  meaiberj  woiU 
be  p'omoted  by  the  selection  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia ;  therefore, 

hetnlvefl.  By  the  Select  and  Common  Councils,  thst  the  Hall  of  IndeDeodeaeek  or 
soch  other  huil.ling  as  m-iy  he  selected  by  the  Convention,  lie  renpectf ally  ollered  IbrtSMV 
use,  at  the  expense  of  the  corporation ;  and  that  the  comnitte  •  on  city  property  ba 
anthor'zxl  to  mike  all  nece-csiry  arrangements  for  their  accom'no latton. 

Retohcdt  l^hat  a  copy  of  the  f  iregoin^  peamble  and  reoolutiaa  he  vigoed  by  ths 
Preaidents  of  Couscils  an  J  tranamited  to  the  President  of  the  Conventi^^n. 

WM.  RAWLE, 
President   of   Common   CsuaoZ. 
HENRY  J.  WILUAMS, 
PrPiideni  Select  CouneU,  pro,  urn. 

Mr.  Clauk,  of  Dauphin,  presented  the  following  conununieatioQ  from 
the  Board  of  Comndissioners  of  Dauphin  county ;  also,  the  foUowiDf 
resolution  of  the  Town  Council  of  the  borough  of  Harrisbarg,  and  letter 
from  John  C.  Buchbr,  President  of  the  vestiy  of  the  Gennao  Reforoied 
Church  of  Harrisburg,  which  were  refered  to  the  same  comtnittee: 

Coumissioner's  Office,  Dauphin  Coc!ctt»? 
July  12,  1837,  7  o'clock,  A.  M.     \ 
Puranant  to  special  notice,  a  Board  of  Commissioners  met.     Present, 
Messrs.  Berryhill,  and  Whitley. 

On  motion,  Mr.  Berryhill  presented  the  following  preamble  and 
resolution,  which  were  read,  and  unanimously  adopted. 

Wherea\  It  is  understood  thit  a  committee  his  been  appointed  to  select  an  eligibb 
hou%  f>r  th?  accommoJjtion  of  the  State  Convsution,  when  it  shall  azain  m^et  ootkt 
Vt\S  ofOct3!tcr  n  ^xt;  anl,  whereds,  it  is  an  interest  ti  ths  citizens  of  Dia<>hio  coontir 
to  hive  t'l?  Convention  to  sit  at  Hirri^bur;;,  durins^  its  se^ions  and  deliheritioas,  is 
pi'opi^n;^  amsnJments  to  th?.  Cjnstitution  of  the  State  ;  therefore, 

Bi^thsd,  That  the  u^  of  eilhsr  the  lower  or  apper  cjort  room  in  the  Court  Hoois, 
at  Hjrrtsburs:,  with  the  adjoining  apiirtments,  ready  fitted  up,  bs,  and  i^  hereby  re^iwtr 
fully  tendered  to  the  State  Convention,  now  in  session  at  Hariisburg,  for  tha  ox  of  this 
boJy,  to  hold  its  future  s<>s8ir>n.s  in. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Whitley, 

Ordered,  unaiimoutlif.  That  t!ie  Clerk  deliver  a  copy  of  the  foregoing  prcamhic  and 
res'ilution  ti  the  Hoa.  Williah  Clark,  and  Willtik  HayDznao^f,  oar  delegates  is 
saiJ  Convention,  who  are  hereby  respectfully  requestrni  to  prea^int  them  to  the  CoS' 
'veation  aforeaiid. 

Extract  fro:n  the  minutes. 

HENRY  PEFFER, 
Clerk  to    Commituonert  of  Daufihin  county 

CoiTNciL  Chamber,  July   12,  1837. 

Risotvsd,  By  the  Town  Council  of  the  borough  of  Hjrrisbun?,  tnat  they  will,  con- 
jointly with  the  Commi:»ioncrs  of  Dauphin  enu.ity.  fit  up  the  Court  House,  or  anr 
other  place,  th*it  t'ley  miy  dei'gnite.  for  the  rccp{»tion  of  the  Convention  niw  fitting  to 
amend  the  C.m.^titution  of  the  St^ite,  and  whicli  is  io  adjourn  on  the  14th  instaal,lD 
meot  again  on  the  17th  of  October  next,  should  thev  determine  to  meit  on  thit  day,  at 
the  borou-h  of  Harrisburg.  '  ROBERT  H AR  RIS, 

President   Twu  Coundi* 

Test Jonx  HorrsKR,  Town  Clerk. 

I  certify  the  above  to  be  a  true  extract  from  the  minutes  of  the  Town 
Council  of  the  borough  of  Harrisburg. 

JOHN  HOUSER,  Tgwn  CUrk 

HanUburg,  July  1%^  1837f 
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Harrisburo,  July  11,  1897. 
Hon.  WiLLiLM  Clark  ; 

Dear  Sir;— To  your  inquiry  made  to  me  last  evening,  whether  the 
irestry  of  the  German  Reformed  Church  in  this  place  would  consent  to 
graut  the  use  of  their  church  to  the  reform  Convention,  at  any  time 
hereafter  that  the  said  Convention  might  desire  it,  to  hold  theii  sessions 
in,  as  President  of  said  vestry  I  am  authorized  to  answer  you  in  the 
uffirmative  ;  reserving  only  the  use  of  it  for  a  portion  of  the  Sabbath  day, 
to  hold  Divine  worship  in,  should  the  congregation  succeed  in  procuring 
a  p>astor,  of  which  they  are  destitute  at  present. 

Respectfully,  your  fellow  citizen, 

JOHN  C.  BUCHER. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Chester,  piescnted  a  memorial  of  the  citizens  of 
the  county  of  Allegheny,  praying  for  an  extension  of  the  right  of  trial  by 
jury  to  every  human  being. 

Mr.  Montgomery,  of  Merc6r,  presented  a  memorial,  similar  in  its  im* 
port,  and  prayer,  from  certain  citizens  of  the  Common weatli. 

Mr.  Baldwin,  of  Philadelpiiia,  pre«$ented  a  similar  memorial  from 
citizens  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia. 

These  several  memorials  were  refered  to  the  committee  on  tfie  ninth 
article. 

Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  submited  the  following  resolution  : 

*'  Retotved^  That  fifly  cents  a  day  be  added  to  the  pay  allowed  to  Jamks  E.  Mitcbsll 
8«r^^nt>a(-Arnis." 

The  resolution  having  been  taken  up  for  consideration,  the  motion  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time,  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  submited  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  considered,  and  agreed  to : 

**  Retohtsd,  That  the  ^tenoq^rapber  of  this  Convention  be  directed  to  prepare  an  inJox 
to  each  volamo  of  the  Debateii." 

Mr.  Cl\rk,  of  Dauphin,  submited  the  following  resolution  : 

*•  Retctlvedy  Tint  the  Pre*i(lont  of  this  Convention  draw  his  warnint  on  the  Slate 
Treasurer,  in  favor  of  the  Lilirariaii,  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  forty-eight  dollars, 
for  his  services  darins?  the  scssian  of  the  Convention." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Stevkns,  the  resolution  was  refered  lo  tho  committee 

on  accounts. 

Mr.  Cunningham,  of  Mercer,  submited  the  following  ro=<olution  : 

^*  RtsoLvedt  Thiit  tw'?;it3'-five  cjuts  jk*.*  d  ty  l»e  atldod  to  the  pay  of  GcoaoE  W. 
SwAXTZ,  and  JoHv  Tatlou.'* 

The  rasolniiou  havino^b'^en  takfi:i  uo  for  coiisiJeraiiou,  tliu  motion  that 
it  bo  read  a  sev^ojid  tini?,  was  decided  iu  the  negative. 

Mr.  Bkll,  of  (Jh'jster,  frj!n  the  comruitiee  to  wliom  was  refered  the 
duty  of  ascertaining  and  roportin*;  lo  tiie  Couvcuiion,  the  most  eligible 
place  for  the  meoting  of  the  Convention  on  the  I7th  of  October  next, 
made  report,  as  follows,  viz : 

**That,  after  reflection,  th*5  committee  are  of  opinion,  that,  under  all 
ihe  circumstances,  the  Convention  will  find  it  advisable  to  rc-assemble  in 
the  city  of  Philadelphia.  Every  objection  aiisiug  from  the  apprehension 
that  a  suitable  building  could  not  be  procured,  or  on  the  score  of  the  cost  at* 
t^adiog  a  removalf  has  been  obviated  by  the  offers  of  the  Couucib  of  Ptu* 


7ft  PBOOEBDINOS  AND  DEBATI^ 

ladelphia,  X6  make  every  necessary  arrangement  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  Convention  during  its  future  dehberations.  Your  committee,  there- 
fora.  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  lesolution  : 

Re9otved,  That  when  this  Convention  meets  on  the  17th  of  October  next,  it  w3 
nwet  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  such  building  as  may  be  selected  and  prepared  fcr 
ill  aecommodation ;  and  that  a  committee  of  five  be  appomted  to  act  in  connedieQ  wA 
tbt  city  councils,  on  the  subject 

The  report  was  laid  on  the  table.  5 

Mr.  Cope,  of  Philadelphia,  from  the  committee  on  accounts,  reported 
the  following  resolutions  : 

Retoh^nd,  That  the  President  draw  his  warrant  on  the  State  Treasurer*  for  tbe  aoa 
of  sbven  hundred  dollars,  in  favor  of  H.  &  S.  Sprioxa^,  binders  o^the  Eogliil 
debates,  to  lie  accotintetl  for  in  the  settlement  of  their  accounts. 

Mesohed,  7'hat  the  President  draw  his  warrant  on  the  State  Treasurer,'for  the  san 
of  three  hundred  dollars,  in  favor  of  Charles  F.  Mcexcb,  binder  of  the  German  debats 
to  be  accoui  Jod  for  in  the  settlement  of  hi:*  accounts. 

Ruolvid^  That  the  President  draw  his  warrant  on  the  State  Trea^arer,  for  tbe  na 
of  six  thotisind  five  hundred  dollars,  in  favor  of  Exatvuel  GcTsm,  editor  of  tbaBluly 
Chronicle,  to  lie  accounted  for  in  the  settlement  of  his  accounts. 

The  Convention  h-iving  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  these  resolo- 
tions,  the  first  and  second  were  read  a  second  time,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Ingersoll,  of  Philadelphia,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  thf 
adoption  of  the  third  resolution,  and  they  weie  ordered  accordingly. 

Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams,  expressed  his  gratification  that  the  yeas  and 
nays  had  been  ordered.  A  contract  had  been  made ;  and,  under  that 
contract,  the  work  had  been  performed.  He  would  like  to  see,  after  a 
contract  thus  made  with  an  individual,  what  man  would  vote  against 
paying  for  the  work  performed.  He  wished  to  see  if  such  a  contract  vai 
now  to  be  violated  with  impunity. 

Mr.  Sterioere,  of  Montgomery,  said  he  had  voted  against  taking  this 
pap3r,  in  the  first  instance,  and  had  subsequently  voted  in  favor  of  repeal- 
ing the  order.  But  he  would  be  the  last  man  to  refuse  to  pay  for  tbe 
labor  which  had  been  performed.  We  had  employed  the  printer  to  de- 
liver this  work,  at  a  specified  price,  and  he  would  be  tlie  last  man  to 
refuse  to  pay  the  price  stipulated. 

Mr.  M'Shkrry,  of  Adams,  stated  that  he  had  voted  against  the  order 
to  take  this  work.  He  had  been  opposed  to  it,  but  as  a  contract  had  been 
made,  we  ou^ht  to  pay  for  it.  As  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  on 
accounts  had  said  this  sum  was  due,  it  would  be  wrong  to  refuse  the 
payment. 

Mr.  Havhdrst,  of  Columbia,  had  also  voted  against  tins  work,  but  that 
consideration  would  not  weigh  a  feather  with  him.  Was  it  possible  that 
any  gentleman  would  refuse  to  pay  for  the  work,  which  had  been  per- 
formed under  a  specific  contract  ? 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  asked  if  we  were  in  any  c3ndition  to  bt 
released  from  the  contract  ?  He  was  opposed  to  the  paying  away  of 
the  public  money  in  this  way,  but  still  he  would  not  give  his  sanction 
to  any  violation  of  a  contract. 

Mr.  Fuller,  of  Fayette,  was  decidedly  in  favor  of  paying  the  editor. 
The  only  question  in  his  mind,  was,  whether  it  was  intended  by  the  Con- 
Tcntion  to  continue  the  work  in  the  same  manner.  To  try  the  sense  of 
I  be  Ooavention  on  this  point,  be  woold  aiove  Vo  »nie{|d  tbe  reeolutioQi  by 
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adding  the  words  ''and  that  the  Daily  Chronicle  be  discontinued  after  the 
14th  instant." 

Mr.  Bell  stated,  that  a  report  had  been  prepared  by  the  committee 
on  this  subject,  and  would  be  made  as  soon  as  this  question  was  dis- 
posed of. 

Mr.  Fuller  thought  it  would  be  more  properly  in  place,  if  it  were  made 
now. 

Mr.  Ingersoll  expressed  a  hope  that  the  gentleman  from  Fayette 
would  withdraw  his  proposition,  as  it  would  compel  him  (Mr.  I.)  to  vote 
in  favor  of  the  amended  resolution. 

Mr.  Fuller  withdrew  his  motion  to  amend. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  xht  adoption  of  the  resolution,  and  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative,  as  follows  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Agnpw,  Ayres,  Baldwin,  Banks,  Barclay,  Barndollar,  Barnilz,  Bayne, 
Bedford,  Bell,  Biddle,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Lancaster,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown, 
of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Carey,  Chamhers,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chandler,  of  Philadel- 
phia, Chauncey,  Clapp,  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cline, 
Cochran,  Cope,  Craig,  Craiu,  Crawford,  Crum,  Cummin,  Cunningham,  Curll,  Darling- 
ton, Dariah,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dickcr<<on,  Dillinger,  Doniiell,  Doran,  Dunlop,'Ear!e,  Far- 
relly.  Firming,  Forward,  Fiy,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearhart.  Gilmore.  Grencll,  Harris,  Has- 
tings, Hayhurst,  Helfienstein,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin, Hiester,  High,  Hopkinson,  Houpt, 
Hyde,  Jenks,  Kennedy,  Kerr,  Konigmacher,  Krebs,  Long,  M'Clay,  Magce,  M'Cahen, 
M*CalK  M'Dowcll,  M*Shcrry,  Meredith,  Merrill,  Merkel,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Nevin, 
OvcrfieJd,  Pennypacker,  Pollock,  Porter,  cf  Tjancaster,  Porter,  of  Northampton,  Purvi- 
ance,  Reigart,  Read,  Hitter,  Rogers,  Russell,  Saegor,  Scott,  Sellers,  Serrill,  Schectz,  Shel- 
lito.  Sill,  Smyth,  Snively,  Sterigcre,  Stevens,  Stickel,  Swrt!and,  '!f aggart,  Thomas,  Todd, 
"Weaver,  Weidman,  White,  Woodward,  Young,  Sergeant,  Pretidcnt — 115. 

Nat — Mr.  Ingersoll — 1.  • 

Mr.  Porter  from  Northampton,  from  the  select  committee  to  whom 
was  refered  the  subject  of  the  curtailment  of  the  expenses  of  the  Conven- 
tion, made  the  following  report,  which  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  ar- 
rangements for  discontinuing  the  Daily  Chronicle  and  Convention  Journal, 
and  to  inquire  what  other  expenses  (if  any,)  of  the  Convention  ought  to  be 
curtailed,  and  to  whom  was  also  refered  the  resolution  offered  yesterday, 
on  the  subject  of  dispensing  with  the  Stenographers,  the  assistant  Door- 
keepers, and  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  at  the  next  session  of  this  body,  re- 
port : 

■  That  they  have  had  the  subject  under  consideration ;  that  they  neces- 
sarily  divide  themselves  into  two  heads. 

First — An  inquiry  into  whether  there  is  any  needless  expense  incured 
by  this  body  for  contingencies,  or  in  payment  of  unnecessary  officers, 
and 

Secondly — Whether  any  such  expense  is  incured  in  relation  to  taking 
down  the  debates,  and  the  printing  of  this  body. 

As  to  the  first  of  these,  it  appears  that  this  body  elected  or  appointed, 
by  resolution,  shordy  after  the  commencement  of  its  labors,  two  Secreta- 
ries and  two  assistant  Secretaries,  a  Sergeant-at-arms  and  assistant  Ser* 
gcant-at-arms,  a  Door-keeper  and  assistant  Door-keeper.  That  subse- 
quently, the  Secretaries  employed  two  additional  clerks  to  aid  them  in 
their  labors,  and  who  were  discharged  after  the  hurry  of  the  business, 
which  had  rec^uired  their  employment,  had  passed.  That  the  Door*keeper 
eoiployed  four  assistants  and  two  boys,  ai  messengers.    The  former  of 
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these  were  found  necessary,  and  were  kept  in  constant  employment  in  thi 
folding  of  documents  and  journals,  &,c.,  and  in  attending  to  other  neresanr 
labors  in  and  about  the  Convention.  The  two  boys  employed  as  mesieo* 
ger4  have  been  found  necessary  m  the  Hall  during  tlie  scsaions  of  this  body, 
and  could  not  well  have  been  dispensed  with. 

The  labors  of  so  many  ofTicers  may  not,  however,  as  the  delibentiots 
of  this  body  progress,  be  found  necessary,  and  the  commitiee  recommcAd 
that  the  further  services  of  the  assistant  Secretaries,  the  Sergeam-at-anns. 
assistant  Scrgcant-at-arms,  Doorkeeper,  assistnnt  Doorkeeper  and  Menen- 
gers,  be  dispensed  with,  from  and  after  the  14th  instant,  and  that  this  bodr 
will,  on  re-assembling,  determine  whether  and,  any  if  any,  which  of  thcie 
officers  shall  be  required. 

As  to  the  second  branch  of  inquiry,  the  expenses  of  taking  down  the 
debates  and  the  printing  genernlly,  but  more  particularly  the  expeme  of 
prmting  and  di$tiil)iiiing  the  Daily  Chronicle. 

The  Legislature  fell  the  necessity  of  having  an  accurate  report  of  the 
debates  of  this  body,  and  they  ordered  the  employment  of  a  coopeteot 
Stenographer  for  the  purpose.  'I'his  necessarily  embraced  the  empl<iy- 
mcnt  of  such  assistants  to  the  person  so  employed,  as  would  enable  bun 
to  take  down  and  write  out  the  debates  for  publication,  u  ithin  a  reasoiu- 
ble  lime.  The  wisdom  of  the  Legislature,  in  making  piovision  fur  t  re- 
port of  the  debates,  is  manifest  from  the  avidity  with  which  works  of  tbif 
kind  are  sought  afier,  by  all  who  are  desirous  of  informing  themsehes  in 
relation  to  constitutional  law,  and  the  loss  and  difficulty  under  which  ibii 
body  and  their  constituents  labor,  for  want  of  the  views  and  feelings  ot' 
the  members  of  the  Convention  of  1790 :  a  correct  register  of  the  dehatei 
of  that  body,  if  they  could  be  had,  would  tiMid  much  to  enlighten  and  inform 
the  members  of  this  bo<{y.  For  of  the  great  and  good  men  who  weie 
then  assembled,  but  three  vet  survive — James  Kosa,  Albbkt  Gallati!J 
and  Thomas  Bull  ;  and  of  the  doings  of  that  body«  no  record  remainft* 
save  their  Journals  and  the  fleeting  rcminisences  of  the  few  surviving 
members,  and  of  the  few  citizens  who  may  have  witnessed  their  proceed- 
ings, and  are  yet  on  the  stcge  of  action  The  great  object  in  having  tb« 
debates  taken  and  published,  is  to  hnve  the  views  of  the  members  report- 
ed with  accuracy.  There  are  few  men  capable  of  doing  this,  and  conse- 
quently, when  found,  they  require  and  ought  to  receive  a  fair  and  fullrom- 
pensation  for  their  labors.  The  gentleman  in  charge  of  the  reporting,  hn 
a  known  and  established  character  for  capacity  in  the  line  of  his  profw- 
sion ;  and  the  committee  are  of  opinion,  that  under  the  piovisions  of  the 
act  of  Assembly,  authorizing  the  assembling  of  this  body,  his  service* 
could  not,  and  if  they  could,  ougl)t  not  to  be  dispensed  with. 

The  next  branch  of  inquiry,  in  relatiofi  to  this  subject,  is  the  subscrip- 
tion to  the  Daily  C'hronicle,  and  the  distribution  thereof.  The  subscrip- 
tion was  made  under  the  the  followiug  resolution  of  this  body,  passed  on 
the  ilth  day  of  May  last:  **  Resolved,  That  the  Secretaries  be  diiected 
to  pay,  as  part  of  the  expenses  of  this  Convention  the  cost  of  two  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  copies  of  the  Daily  Chronicle  and  Convention  Jour- 
nal,  in  the  English  language,  and  one  thousand  copies  in  the  Gennao 
language,  to  bejurnishca  during  the  iitting  of  this  oody^  and  to  be  divi- 
ded among  the  memhers,  for  distribution  among  their  constitnenis.'* 

In  pursuance  of  this  resolution,  the  committee  agreed  with  the  poUisber 
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of  that  work,  for  two  thousand  seven  hundred  copies  in  English,  to  be 
furnished  daily,  at  seventy-five  cents  per  nionih,  and  for  one  thousand  in 
German,  to  he  publislied  daily,  at  one  dollar  per  copy  per  month.  Thus 
Air,  the  editor  has  published  a  sheet  daily,  containing  nothing  hut  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  body,  and  the  observations  of  tlie  nien:bers  on  the  vari- 
ous subjects  under  discussion.  There  has  been  published,  most  generally, 
abstracts  of  the  debates,  rather  than  full  reports,  and  such  was  intended  to 
be  the  course  when  the  subscription  was  made.  Ihe  work  is  about  as 
accurate  as  works  of  the  kind  usually  are. 

The  publisher  of  the  paper  states,  that  relying  on  the  faith  of  this  body, 
he  has  gone  to  considerable  expense,  in  oider  to  comply  with  the  contract 
on  his  part,  and  having  done  so,  is  unwilling  to  roret]ro  the  advantage 
which  he  may  derive  frnni  its  continuance.  Ought  this  body  to  put  an 
end  to  this  contract?  Morally,  we  have  no  right  lo  do  so,  without  the 
assent  of  the  other  contracting  party,  unless  such  party  has,  by  his  own 
act,  authorized  its  rescision  ;*  for,  if  contracts  hind  individuals,  rind  ihey 
are  compelled  bylaw  to  comply  with  them,  it  would  be  out  of  all  charac- 
ter for  the  body  convened  to  establish  the  fun<!amental  law  of  the  land,  to 
assume  an  arbitrary  power  of  viohiting  a  solemn  cuntmct  with  an  indi- 
vidual. It  might  he,  that  tiie  individual  could  have  no  legal  redress,  and 
that  would  only  point  out  the  greater  grossncss  of  the  act.  Th^i  effect  of 
such  an  example  on  the  community,  could  scarcely  I e  anticipated;  and 
not  wishing  to  entail  on  this  body,  a  character  for  worec  than  Punic  faith, 
your  committee  are  not  willing  to  recommend  any  such  course,  more  es- 

r>ecial!y  as  the  public  money  is  well  laid  out  in  relation  to  this  subject. 
t  enables  the  delegates  to  keep  their  constituent?,  day  hy  day,  apprized 
of  all  our  doings:  it  lends  to  cnli  htcn,  inform  and  instruct  the  good  peo- 
ple of  this  great  and  growing  Commonwealth,  in  the  principles  of  ('on- 
stitutional  law:  it  calls  their  attention  to  the  principles  of  (government— 
and  will  enable  them,  at  the  close  of  our  labors,  to  come  lo  a  correct  con- 
clusion as  to  the  result  of  our  deliberations,  so  as  lo  vote  iutelligendy  and 
understandingly  on  the  question  of  adopting  or  rejecting  the  amendments 
ve  may  propose.  It  is,  in  fact,  day  by  day,  rendering  lo  those  wl.o  sent 
us  hither,  an  account  of  the  manner  in  which  we  have  executed  the  tiust 
committed  lo  our  charge.  Your  committee  cannot  conceive  that  any  rea- 
sonable amount  of  expense  would  be  l<  o  great  for  such  a  purpose,  cr  that 
money  can  be  well  mispent,  which  tends  to  diseeminate  arcurate  informa- 
tion among  the  public,  in  relation  to  the  great  and  important  principles  on 
which  the  government  of  our  country  depends.  lielieving,  as  they  do, 
that  the  people  have  a  right  to  be  kept  well  advised  of  all  that  is  done, 
and  that  as  the  subscription  has  been  made,  and  the  expense  incurcd, 
solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  itidividual 
members  of  this  body,  nnd  as  all  information  received,  shows  that  the  in- 
telligence  thus  communicated,  is  sought  for  with  avidity,  youi  ccmmittee 
"would  not  recommend  a  discontinuance  of  the  subscription,  even  had  they 
the  power  to  do  so. 

Should  the  reporters  for  this  paper  and  tlie  editor,  however,  prostitute 
it  to  party  purposes,  or  make  it  the  vehicle  for  partial  leprei^eniaticns  of 
the  doings  of  this  body,  it  would  be  our  right  and  our  duty  at  cnce  to  dis- 
continue it ;  for  it  was  only  taken  upon  the  express  condition,  that  equal 
and  exact  juijitice  should  be  done  to  the  views  of  all  the  mtmbers. 
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The  committee  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolutions: 

3t8t/lved,  That  the  services  of  the  aasifitant  Secretaries,  Sergeant-at-arms,  DootkeepR. 
MHistantSergeant-ut-a.ms,  assibtant  Doorkeeper  and  Mcssengen*,  be  di8peii;9ed  with  afiB 

the  f«  urtet  nth  in!>tt*nt. 

JHesclvctf,  That  ihc  committee  be  dscharged  from  the  further  consideratkm  rf  ibe 
other  subjects  reCi  red  to  them. 

Mr.  Fry.  from  the  minority  of  the  committee  to  whom  wns  refered  the 
rohject  of  the  curtiiilment  of  the  expunges  of  the  Convention,  made  the 
following  report,  which  was  laid  on  the  table  : 

The  minority  of  the  committee  to  which  was  refered  the  resohitionof 
the  sixth  instant,  reqtiirin?  them  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  discon- 
tinuing the  Daily  Chronicle,  and  also  \\l\at  other  expenses  ought  to  bccor- 
tailed,  report : 

That  they  have  had  the  subject  under  consideration,  and  recommend 
the  following  resolutions  ftir  the  adoption  of  the  Convention  : 

ReMoh^tl^  That  the  Daily  Chronicle  be  di^ontinued  ndcr  the  p  ewnt  seMiofi. 

Rewired^  That  ihe  Secretari.  s  l»c  directe<l  to  icqurst  the  diflffrent  ptinters  to  wbon 
m%  months  subfurription  has  been  paid  for  their  papeirs,  that  they  be  di^continaed  uniH  dtt 
17th  of  Octol»rr. 

Remtheii,  TImt  the  tvro  asi^istant  Secretaries  l>e  divharged. 

Reflvedj  Th.a  the  Scrgcant-at-arms  and  Doorkeepers  and  their  asristants  be  dii- 

diarged. 

Huolvedi  That  the  two  boys  employed  as  carricra  or  runners  lie  diachnrged. 

JOSEPH  FRY,  Jr. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bf.ll, 

The  ('onveulion  proceeded  to  the  second  reading  and  consideration  of 
the  resolution  reportrd  by  the  committee  appointed  to  ascertain  and  report 
t!ic  most  elioible  place  for  the  meeting  of  the  i'onvention,  and  tins  morn- 
ing laid  nn  the  talde. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  would  merely  state,  that  he  did  not 
attend  the  meeting  of  thccommiuce,  and  consequently,  he  had  not  agreed 
to  this  report. 

Mr.  Bell  called  for  the  second  reading,  and  consideration  of  die 
report:  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  then  moved  to  strike  out  all  after  the  wort 
resolved,  and  insert  the  lollowing: 

'*That  this  Convention  will  re-assemble  in  the  State  Capitol,  on  the  six- 
teenth (lay  of  Oct')her  next." 

Mr.  Stevens  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  so  as  to  res  ind 
that  part  of  the  resoluiioti  of  the  7th  instant,  which  directs  that  the  Con- 
vention shall  rc-assainble  o?>  the  16ih  of  Oriohei,  and  to  provide  that  ihc 
Convention  shall  meet  rn  the  12th  day  of  April  next. 

Mr.  Stkrigere  rose,  to  mi;ke  sn  inquiry  of  the  Chairman  of  the  ccm- 
mittre.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the  comniunicaiims  of  the  Ccm- 
missioners  of  Dauphin  county,  and  the  authorities  of  Phiiadc Iphia,  had 
teen  coi  sidered  by  the  crirmiitce,  beloie  ti.ey  made  their  report. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  that  it  having  been  deemed  ad\i6i»ble  by  tl.e  crmmittce 
to  make  as  early  a  report  as  possible,  tht  y  1  ad  met,  and  enteied  into  s 
correspondence  with  persons  in  Philadelphia,  and  other  pieces,  cs  to  the 
acf'ommcdations  which  were  to  be  i  btained,  and  yesterday  the  ccmroiiiee 
directed  him  to  make  report  to  the  Conventicn.  'J'hey  had  gi\eii  the  wai- 
ter due  examination,  and  had  taken  into  considexatiou  all  the  informatioD, 
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which  tliey  could  obtain ;  but,  they  had  not  had  the  communication  rcfered 
to,  b*;fore  them,  becrauscj,  they  were  not,  until  this  morning,  laid  before 
the  Convention.  They,  however,  had  all  the  information  contained  in 
these  comm.mications,  before  them,  unofficially. 

Mr.  SrERiosRR  said,  it  wa?  due  to  the  Convention,  that  its  order 
should  b2  taken  into  ronsiderdiion.  The  commuiiicatinns  of  the  authori- 
ties of  Harrisburgf,  and  D.mphin  county,  and  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  had 
been  refered  to  a  comnittee,  an  I  it  was  due  to  ihc^  Convention,  that  these 
cim-nunicaiions  s'lould  be  taken  int)  consideration  by  this  committee. 
He  therefon^  move  J  thit  thi^  consideration  of  tliis  subject  be  postponed 
until  to-m  >rn)w,  so  ih;it  t!ie  committee  nu<rhi  have  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
amining and  r,?po  tiiii^  upon  these  conmunications 

Mr.  ReAD  hoped,  that  this  motion  to  postpone,  mia^hl  be  agreed  to,  for 
twi)  reisons.  In  the  first  place,  the  com  nittoe  which  had  just  reported, 
hi-j  had  two  or  ihrje  com  n.inicatioiis  rel^red  to  them,  whiitli  they  have 
not  vet  considsre.l,  as  the  co  nmitiee  could  u  »t  sit  d  irinsr  the  s?ssiim  of 
th3  C  invention.  It  ou^!u,  ther.^forj,  to  be  p  »stpon3J,  f )r  the  purpose  of 
giving  -ih  im  the  opportunity  of  co.isidrrinij  this  question  in  full.  In  the 
8e'!on  J  place,  he  hope  I  this  subject  would  bi".  postponed,  so  that  we  might 
reac'),  an  J  dispose  of  iha  serti  m  of  tie  sixth  arliid^  whicli  relate?  t)  the 
suSjei-t  of  J.i^tic35  of  the  Pcice.  Wc  ouxht  not  to  separate,  an  I  leave 
that  section  in  the  unlinislied  state,  in  whicli  it  is  now.  If  we  shonld 
pr3C32J  t»  c^n-iJsr  that  subject  irnnvi  liatoly  on  its  bai  ig  rea*.h»d,  he 
w  )nlJ  molify  th;?  scv^^tion,  s>  as  to  e.n')ra'To  thrc?,  and  only  ihrea  princi- 
ples, aSo  It  wnic'i  he  tho  ii^'it  therj  was  no  diiFvjrenc:*  of  opinion  here. 
Twiof  lh»>'3  principle.-^  hav.^  been  fully  ds'oitel,  and  in  rnffard  tithe 
third,  he  did  not  believe  tlier^  w  > nld  be  any  di(f3r3nc?  of  opinion  in  th3 
Conveniion,  He  would  molify  it,  so  as  in  the  fir^t  place,  to  provi  |p  for 
the  ele'j.ion  of  Justices  of  the  Pjace ;  in  the  second  place,  ih  it  they 
should. hold  t'leir  o  li  tes  foi  the  tjr.n  of  dve  years  ;  an  I  in  th  •  thir  I  place, 
that  they  should  be  elejt»l  at  t'le  sprinjf  election  for  ConstiMes;  leuvinij 
out  all  th?  oth  ;r  perplexed  q  lesti  ms,  so  tliat  if  it  b3  reached,  we  m  ly  dis- 
po33  of  it  in  hdf  an  hinr,  an  I  i^iv?  th3  p  ^o;)le  an  opportunity  of  kno.v- 
inor  whit  we  intend  to  d  >  in  rel  \iion  to  this  subject.  If  this  was  ones 
eTfCtel,  he  sh>ulJ  ask  dr  no  firth  »r  considention  of  the  report  of  the 
com  nittee,  upon  the  sixtli  article  of  the  Cons  it  ition,  so  as  to  allow  time 
for  tie  c )n;5i  leration  of  the  reoor.s  and  re-^olutions,  which  we  have  vet  to 
dispose  of,  before  w 3  aljourn.  He  hop^J, '  therelonj,  thu  th?  s  ibject 
jni^'it  n')w  b3-  p»stpon3j,  b3(*au5e.  if  W3  pro?,3?l3d  in  its  considerution, 
hi  was  of  opinit)n  that  lh3  anenti  n3U  submitjd  by  the  gentleman,  from 
Adan^,  wo  dd  leal  to  a  protracted  dj^ate. 

Mr.  R.  then  culled  for  the  yeus  anJ  nuys  on  th3  question  of  postpone- 
ment, which  were  ord.Tjd. 

Mr.  D  JNLOP  did  not  consid3r  the  reasons  urged  by  the  gentleman  froTi 
Sis|U3!ii!ini,  as  very  stron^  orc>r3nt  reasons  for  p)5tponing  this  ques- 
tion. S)  fur  as  r3ririi  the  am3i  l.n3  It  oi*  l!ie  g3nilemm  from  A  1  ims, 
th3  gentle  nin  suys,  it  will  introliC3  a  protrueiel  de  late.  Th  mi,  if  this 
W3L*  ihecu^e,  we  o  isrht  to  g)  at  it  im  ti\1  lately ;  because,  there  will  not  hi 
time  to  setde  it,  if  W3  d  >  nit  pro33ci  with  it  now.  Tuis  question,  wh3- 
ther  W3  will  mjet  in  the  fall,  n\  th?  sprin:^,  was  a  v^ry  im  lortanl  question, 
and  if  we  put  it  off,  and  take  up  this  other  mattar,  in  relation  to  Justices  of 
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the  Peai-e,  it  will  sel  up  a  long  debate,  whic 
i)ue(tions  aaide.  Then,  when  we  btc  od  t' 
thif  queetion  trnglit  10  he  let  led  ;  but  ibe  ge 
en  or  the  Peice.  can  be  as  well  jioMponeil 
There  wan  no  nei-cFsiiv  for  urging  this  mat 
We  liavc  all  ilic  light  before  us.  which  we  i]i 
which  ha!"  been  brought  lo  ihe  rnnsideraiion 
tlemar.  fiom  Ad;iips.  If  we  ate  10  meet  in  i 
this  (oniriiiiirc  will  he  of  nu  sort  of  conijequ( 
this  place,  if  we  meet  in  Apfil  nexL  I(  we 
an'l  (letnr:iiine  to  meet  agnin  in  OL-iobcr.  then 
poftpoitc  t!ie  subject,  for  the  puiposn  of  havi 
t«i<  on  this  Euhject.  If  we  refuse  to  meet  in  ih 
cnnii'leraiion  ihis  propii^al  nfih"  Coni  nifsin 
thai  of  the  smihorities  n(  Philadelphi'i  city,  am 
t  >  meet  a^am  in  ih:a  Hall,  orin  Philadelphia,  r 
H*  hi;..*  1.  l'ie.«f>M.  Ihu  the  B.r.jecl  would 
propoaition  of  Uie  gendeman  from  Adams,  \ 
of. 

Mr.  Scott  said,  the  eonmiilee  which  had 
poinieil  soinB  fouror  6ve  days  ,igo.  and  w 
their  appointment,  a  mniton  wa«  made  to 
ther  consideration  of  the  subject  su'imili'd  I 
to  discharn^  ihe  ivimmiitee.  A  motion  was 
funher  consideration  of  tlie  subject,  and  the 
to  make  their  report  this  mnnitng.  or  consl 
Then,  under  this  si^e  of  the  case,  it  was  i 
able  to  consider  the  propusala  from  ihe  auiht 
risburg,  whi  h  iiad  been  only  laid  on  the  I 
that  they  had  :ill  ihc  lights  before  thern,  ncce 
ia^  of  the  matter.  ai)d  he  hoped  no  postponi 
oin  ;is  well  determine  nnw  whai  course  we 
matter,  as  at  any  olhf^r  lime.  The  altcrnatit 
Tv-asiemblini!  in  Ilarcidburg,  in  the  sprin; 
the  fall  of  the  year,  at  some" other  place.  II 
conrxe  the  tiiajni'iiy  mi^'it  lake.  If  the  mi 
meet  here  in  ilie  spring  of  the  coming  year, 
he  did  not  knovr,  upon  the  whole,  but  th:it  i 
Gourso-  He  would  first  vow  for  rc-assemh 
year,  and  if  ihn!  f..il,  he  would  vote  for  rai 
phin. 

Mr.  Kerr  hi)p?.l  t'l"  motion  to  po*tp;me  ■ 
tleman  from  Susqueli:mn  1  hns  olturcd,  a<  a  r 
none  this  qtiesiion,  that  we  ought  to  procce; 
sixth  article  of  th3  Oo.iititutioii.  in  r,d;ilion 
Njw,  it  will  h?  raco;io,-i  id  thm  that  quosti 
C;>nveiilian.  and  by  a  m!»vft  mido  by  the  g 
himself,  we  li.ii'e  !ip;n  thrown  into  e  infnsion 
on  this  s  iliject,  afi.'r  a  protracted  de'iits.  h; 
■eemed  to  him,  lint  the  question  ought  la  bf 
again.     We  will  then  come  back  belter  prepa 
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are  at  this  time.  He  was  aware  that  some  gentlemen  were  very  anx- 
iooa  to  show  their  love  of  the  people,  and  they  desire  that  this  question 
•hould  be  decided  out  of  mere  love  to  the  people,  and  to  have  the  oppor- 
tnnity  of  showing  their  attachment  to  them.  It  was  urged,  as  a  reason 
why  we  should  postpone  this  question,  that  the  committee  have  not  con-« 
•idercdthe  propositions  of  the  authorities  of  Hirrisburir  and  Philadelphia. 
This  he  considereJ  no  objection,  because  these  propositions  are  before  the 
C/onvention,  and  when  we  come  to  take  the  matter  into  consideration,  we 
can  consider  them,  and  make  up  our  minds  .iccordingly.  He  hoped  that 
the  motion  to  postpone  would  not  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bell  hoped  that  the  Convention  would  not  asrree  to  postpone  the 
rabject,  as  he  considered  that  we  had  all  the  information  before  us,  neces- 
sary to  come  to  a  correct  understanding  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Sterioere  then  withdrew  his  motion  to  postpone. 

The  question  then  recured  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Stevens. 

Mr.  Earle  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  onlered. 

Mr'.  Dunlop  intended  to  vote  for  ihsi  amendment,  and  begged  the  atten- 
UOD  of  tSe  Convention,  for  a  few  minutes,  while  he  gave  the  reasons  why 
he  should  give  his  vote.  In  the  first  place,  if  we  meet  again  in  October, 
mt  this  place,  it  is  most  probable  that  our  labors  will  not  be  concluded 
when  the  Legislature  meets,  and  then  it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  find 
some  other  Hall  to  hold  our  sessions  in,  because  it  is  not  to  be  expected 
that  the  Legislature  will  give  us  up  this  one,  and  go  out  in  search  of  one 
themselves.  This  will  be  attended  with  great  inconvenience.  If  we 
meet  in  the  Church,  we  will  ba  cramped  up  in  little  narrow  seats  without 
desks :  and  he  presumed  every  gentleman  would  have  to  carry  a  shingle 
along  to  write  upon.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  they  will  move  the 
pews,  and  we  will  be  shut  up  in  narrow  seats,  with  strait  backs,  which 
will  be  very  uncomfortable  to  gentlemen  who  have  been  acoustomed  to  sit 
here  in  fine  armed  chairs.  He  would  put  it  to  gentlemen  how  they  would 
like  to  sit  up  there  as  straic);ht  as  an  old  maid,  fort^noon  and  afternoon,  in 
these  narrow  church  pews.  For  himself,  he  would  rather  be  confined  in 
the  stocks,  provided  he  could  lie  down.  If  wc  are  to  go  there,  the  place 
would  be  fitted  up  by  the  authorities,  and  as  it  would  be  but  a  temporary 
matter,  it  was  not  tt)  be  expected  th  it  we  could  have  jfood  desks,  and 
chairs,  and  such  convenience's  ms  wc  have  in  this  Hall  now.  It  would  be 
asking  too  much,  to  expect  this.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  borough  of 
Ilarrisburg  would  go  to  any  grt^at  expense  in  fitlmg  up  this  Church  for 
our  accommodation.  If  we  i^i>  lo  the  court  house,  it  will  be  nearly  as 
bad.  It  could  not  bo  put  in  any  fit  condition  ft>r  our  reception,  unless  the 
while  inside  was  taken  out,  and  then  it  would  bo  a  cramped  up,  and  con- 
fined place,  in  which  we  v/ouUI  not  Inve  room  to  turn  round.  In  J'hili- 
dclphia  wc  might  bo  well  acc(^jnaiodated,  and  have  access  to  all  the  books 
we  might  wish  to  se?.  \Wi  would  also  iiivo  a  jroo  I  auJience  th^re,  wliich 
would  m  iko  us  m  )ro  careful  as  to  what  we  said,  than  we  generally  are.— 
I3utth2  pe  »ple  hid  a  jealouw,  t'lough  he  bf^lieveJ  a:i  unri?a8onable  one,  of 
ih?  infiueae^  of  the  city  ;  an:l  he  wis  conli  le.u  they  would  not  assent  to 
our  silling  there.  In  fact,  ho  suv  no  alteriiative,  bul  to  aljourn  over  to 
April,  and  re-asi3mbli5  hare.  Wn  could  then  go  on  i.i  a  favora'de  season 
of  the  year,  an  J  despatch  our  business.  If  we  are  forced  to  meet  this 
tall,  aaci  have  to  meet  in  Philadelphia,  it  may  be  the  means  of  bringing 
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the  Convention  into  disrepute,  as  no  one  cnultl  shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
acreit  many  of  the  people,  of  ihe  country,  were  opposed  to  having b3dies 
of  this  kind  assemble  there.  There  was  no  necessity  for  us  to  be  in 
haste  with  our  deli')er.itions,  as  they  cinnot  be  ^uhmiteJ  to  the  people  at 
the  f'lll  elections,  and  no  h  irm  can  be  done  by  delayiner  the  completion  of 
our  business ;  and  there  maybe  much  jjood  result  from  it.  We  hate 
heiri.  from  hig:h  authority,  that  a  g:ro it  chanjje  is  taking  pbice  in  ihecauo- 
try,  in  ralalion  to  the  suhjecl  of  re-form.  The  pe  >ple  are  becoming  moTJ 
an  1  more  conservative.  There  was  a  great  chancre  tikin^  place  aman^ 
the  radicals,  and  ngitators,  themsdves.  In  the  c.innty  of  Piiilad^lphia, 
wh3re  all  the  rcfinns  h  ive  been  conocted,  a  gre:it  reaction  ha  I  tiken 
place.  Th3  people,  at  hrge,  changeJ  their  o^iinions,  as  well  as  individj- 
ats.  The  public  scniimenl  of  the  country  was  but  little  m->re  stable,  than 
were  the  seiitimoiUs  of  in  lividuals.  It  was  bat  the  other  d.iy,  that  we 
were  to  have  n  )ihing  in  the  country  but  hard  money :  anil  iha  whtde  cry 
was,  tlial  we  were  to  have  an  exclusively  metallic  currently  ;  but  now  he 
had  understOfKl  that  the  course  of  certain  politicians  had  been  changed, 
and  we  have  it  from  the  Albany  Regency,  t'lat  th2y  arj  nit  in  favir  of 
an  exclnsiv  'Iv  metallic  currency,  and  that  they  are  (villiiitr  to  tolerate 
banking  institutions. 

Mr.  PuRviANCE  called  the  gentleman  fr>m  Franklin  to  order.  He  con- 
sidered the  range  of  the  gentleman  too  wide,  and  entirely  irrelevant  to  the 
qupstion. 

Mr.    Dunlop:  Perhip?   the  range  was  too  wide  for  the  gentlemm's 
unJerstui  ling,  bat  other  giMt'.eaien  vvill  comprehend  ih^  arg.im?nt.    To 
show  hov  frequent  and  su.ldan  wets  the  chant{es  of  seniinri*nl  a  id  princi- 
ple in  inJividiia's,  he  w.she  I  to  refei   to  a  few  facts.       There  were  now 
(gentlemen  on  this  floor,  who  had  voted  for  a  U.uted  States  Bmk,  anl 
held  that  it  was  a  Constit'.ition  d   and  useful  instituti  m,  who  at  the  very 
sight  of  it  now  turned  p;de.    Tlieie  were  ffenllemen  here  who,  a  few  years 
ago  considered  ihu  institution  a  necessary  offii^ial  ag^nt  of  the  Government, 
and  now  they  rei^eiveii  as  a  deadly  monster,  «»r  pretend  to  receive  if  assurh, 
and  perhaps  it  is  only  preteu  ^e.     We  have  heard  from  all  quarters  of  the 
country  that  great  chauijcs  arc  takingr  pl;»c3;  and  many  gentlemen  are  »*c- 
coming  alarmed  iu  relatio:i  to  the  subje.nof  Constifuiionil  reform.     Many 
of  the  ri(li;rals  aie  h^c  )mi!i:r  alaim.'d  iu  coissyience  (»f   the  informal  on 
which  has  he?A^  received  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia.      He  had  heard 
some  radicds   say  th^y  wo  aid  like  to  jt)  horn?  and  consult  their  c  mstiui- 
ents  in  relation  to  some  of  the  matter  of  riiiomi  hore.     Sone  of  them 
would  be  ghid  to  save  the  i:i dependence  of  thv^  Jntliciarv.      H3  considered 
that  it  w  IS  only  n  'c  'ssary  i(»  icfer  t!)e  C.»nventif)n  to  ihesr;  constant  rhin- 
ges  in  the  puSIn:  niind,  t  >  satisfy  the  n  th  it  it  vv  >.ild  h?.  riixht  to  give  piMic 
opinion  time  infix  itself  on  stmething  wliiirh  it  woaKI  stmJ  t.t.      Th^ra 
was  a  tiiurt  when  t'le  ra  licils  were  likely  to  sw.»ep  from  the  fare  of  th» 
Commonwealth  our  most  useful  institutions;  bjl  wo  have  S3en  these  agi- 
tators, one  after  another,  fall  bef(»r3  the  blast  of  popular  inliornition.— 
When  we  have  sen  thes:?  things  take  p'ace  within  the  last  few  davs,  cm 
any  one  believ  that  t'lere  are  not  changes  ti'ving  place  in  p  ibl  c  opinioi. 
Tiie  pu'ilic  mini  wis  never  slei  ly.  It  was  always  agitate  J  like  ihesliiftinij 
sands  of  ihed;*sert  of  Aribia.  He  wished  to  let  the  people  know  h  >w  little  we 
have  done  for  the  ii.Tie  and  the  m jaey  we  have  spent.      He  wishei  ta  let 
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the  people  know  that  we  were  spending  a  thousand  dollars  a  day ;  and  to 
tell  the  sober  minded  fai'mers  that  this  reform  of  the  Constitution  was 
about  to  cost  them  a  quarter  of  a  million  of  dollar?.  He  wished  to  let  the 
reforn^ers  of  Juniata  county  know  that  ihcir  reforms  would  cost  the  people 
of  the  State,  two  hundred  nnd  fifiy  thousand  dollars  It  had  he^n  said 
that  the  people  cared  nothing  about  the^e  expenses,  and  that  they  were 
satisfied  with  our  work,  and  anxious  that  we  should  go  on  and  make  chan- 
ges. But  he  knew  better  than  this,  as  theie  was  nothing  which  attracts 
public  attention  quicker,  than  this  matter  of  expenses  ;  and  he  was  satis- 
fied that  when  these  enormous  expenses  were  laid  before  them,  they  would 
work  radical  changes  in  the  public  sentiment  of  this  Commonwealth.-— 
Public  opinion  had  been  regulated  by  the  small  township  politicians,  and 
Itltle  lying  printers,  and  through  them  the  representatives  of  the  people  had 
been  e'ecte.l.  Public  opinion  had  been  manuf.iciured  by  the  bar-room  and 
grog-shop  politicians,  who  use  all  their  efTorls  l(»  carry  men  into  the  Le- 
gislature to  carry  out  their  views  ,  and  unfortunately  for  the  country,  they 
have  been  too  successful.  But  the  people  of  the  country  are  rising  in 
their  indignation  against  them,  and  they  will  be  put  down.  We  are  now 
at  the  flow  of  this  tide  of  public  opinion,  and  we  shall  be  at  its  ebb  when 
we  meet  again.  He  would  give  public  opinion  time,  and  it  will  work 
itself  right. 

Mr.  Cummin  rose  for  the  purpose  of  replying  to  some^of  the  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  from  Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop).  Mr.  C.  held  in  his  hand 
the  bill  of  expenses  of  the  Convention,  which  the  gentleinan  had  read  for 
the  purpose  of  alarming  the  people.  The  gentleman  had  asserted  that 
there  hud  been  a  waste  of  time  of  this  Convention  by  making  long  speech- 
es, to  the  amouut  of  some  thousands,  :tnd  yet  this  gentleman  had  made 
perhaps  as  many  speeches  as  any  other  on  this  floor.  For  this  inconsis- 
tency, Mr.  C.  had  rebuked  the  gentleman,  and  it  seemed  to  have  some 
effect  for  a  time  The  gentleman  however,  had  broken  out  again,  without 
reserve,  in  support  of  an  amendment  of  his  friend  from  Adams,  (Mr.  Ste- 
TKNs)  but  what  that  amendment  was,  he  knew  not,  as  that  some  gentlemen 
hiis  bewildered  us  s6  with  amendments,  that  there  was  no  V  lling  what  it 
was.  He  supposed,  however,  it  was  the  same  amemlment  which  the  gen- 
tleman from  Adamd  had  offered  six  tim(  s — five  times  by  himself,  and  once 
by  his  friend,  without  either  addition  or  diminution.  It  was  impo.^sible 
for  him  to  follow  the  genth  man  in  all  his  meanderings,  his  logic,  sophis- 
try, and  other  hard  words,  which  being  no  scholar,  he  could  not  under- 
stand. The  gentleman  has  given  us  a  history  and  exposition  of  the  Uni- 
ted Statec  Bank,  as  though  the  amendment  of  the  gentlenuin  from  Adams, 
was  a  bill  to  re  charter  that  bank.  What  business  has  that  gentleman  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  this  Convention  at  this  time,  with  the  subject  of 
the  United  Stat(S  Bank  ?  There  is  no  bill  before  us  to  re-charter  that  ii  sti- 
tution,  nor  have  we  any  article  Lefore  us  respecting  the  bank.  'J  hen  why 
did  he  waste  so  much  time  on  a  subject  not  before  the  Convention  ?  This 
is  the  orator  who  sums  up  the  expenses  of  the  Convention,  on  account  of 
long  speeches;  yet  there  is  no  gentleman  in  the  Convention  who  wastes 
more  of  its  time  than  this  same  logical  gentleman.  The  gentleman  appear* 
ed  to  be  disfatisfied  with  every  thing — nothii  g  suited  him.  He  wss  neither 

8 leased  with  the  city  nor  the  country,  the  church  nor  the  court  house.— 
le  was  opposed  to  going  to  Philadelphia,  for  fear  of  the  wiath  of  the  peo- 
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pie;  and  he  would  not  sit  in  the  German  Church,  as  it  was  only  fit  ftr 
children  or  old  maids— -the  hacks  of  ihe  seats  were  strait  up,  and  you  ven 
confined  ns  if  you  were  in  the  sti  cks.  The  gcnllrmaii  must  at  lea^t  htn 
been  to  church  once,  or  otherwise  he  could  not  describe  so  minutely  the 

Eunishment  which  people  endure  there.  A^ain,  he  condemns  the  eoun 
ouse,  and  says  it  is  an  unfit  place  to  set  in.  Now,  it  would  be  reeollrcied 
by  many  gcuilcmen  here,  that  the  Legislature  sat  in  the  court  hoofeftt 
many  years,  and  they  found  it  a  very  commodious  house.  Mr.  C.  htd 
been  there  himself,  and  he  thought  himself  as  good  a  man  as  the  fentkroa 
from  Franklin.  But  in  the  gentleman^s  other  denunciation,  he  has  seen  fit 
to  use  indecorous  and  unbecoming  language  towards  the  people  of  this 
Commonwealth,  to  use  such  language  towards  them  as  was  unbecomiiga 
gentleman  on  tliis  floor. 

The  Chair  called  Mr.  C.  to  order.  It  was  not  in  order  to  indulge io 
personal  rcmnrks. 

Mr.  Cummin  said  he  would  bow  to  the  admonition  of  the  Chair.  He 
came  here  wiih  a  disposition  to  give  no  offence  to  any  mrnaberof  theCss- 
Yention ;  yet  thero  was  abusive  language  thrown  out  frequently  by  the 
gen  leman  from  Franklin,  which  it  was  nectssary  to  repel.  It  was  unbfr 
coming  the  dignity  uf  this  honorable  Convention,  that  such  leproscbes 
should  be  thrown  upon  members  of  tbis  body,  and  their  constitueoti,  ai 
we  have  hcnrd,  on  more  occasions  than  one,  thrown  upon  theni|by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pranklin. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  replied  to  the  assertion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Franklin,  (Mr.  Dunlop),  that  great  changes  liad  taken  place  in  the 
county  of  Philadelphia  on  the  subject  of  reform,  denying  it  in  any  ind 
every  sense  in  which  it  was  made.  The  people  of  the  county  were,  br 
an  overwlielming  majority,  in  favor  of  amending  the  ConsiitutioD ;  and, 
although  they  might  have  doubted,  and  may  sUll  doubt,  whether  such 
amendments  as  they  desire  will  be  made  by  whi:l  has  been  called  a  con- 
servative Convention,  yet,  wlien  the  rmrndments  he  fMr.  B.)  had 
no  doubt  would  be  made,  were  presented  to  their  consideration,  tber 
would  meet  their  full  approbation.  But  the  gentleman  from  Fianklinsaid, 
that  they  were  changing  on  the  subject  of  limiting  the  tenuie  of  the  Judi- 
ciary. Now,  Mr.  B.  would  8?iy,  that  not  the  least  indication  of  any  nich 
change  had  been  manifesled ;  on  the  contrary,  the  people  of  thai  county 
had  too  strong  an  evidence  of  the  independence  and  integrity  of  a  Judiciaiy 
of  limited  tenure  in  their  District  Court,  not  to  be  in  favor  of  limiting  ill 
Judges.  So  far  from  the  people  of  Philadelphia  county  changing  agaimt 
reform,  he  had  letters,  which  were  at  the  service  of  any  gentleman,  (rem 
some  of  the  first  men  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  belonging  to  the  conser- 
vative party,  approving  of  the  reform  proposed.  Mr.  B,  then  replied  to 
Mr.  Dunlop  on  the  subject  of  the  expenses  of  the  Convention.  He  sup- 
posed thai  that  gentleman  did  not  mean  this  part  of  his  remarks  for  the 
Convention,  but  for  the  people  of  Cumberland,  Frsnklin  and  Adams,  to 
whom  he  had  told  the  Convention  a  few  days  before,  he  was  speakinr. 
He  trusted  that  ^\  hen  that  gentleman  went  before  those  people,  he  would  tdl 
them  how  much  of  that  expense  he  had  (Mr.  D.)  voted  for.  But,  (said  Mr. 
B.)  who  is  it  that  is  to  be  charged  with  the  expenses  of  the  Convention  f 
Certainly  not  the  radicals.  The  conservatives  had  told  them  before  we 
assembled,  that  they  had  a  majority.     Their  first  act  proved  that  they  bad 
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m  majority.  The  election  of  a  President,  certainly  not  a  radical,  placed  the 
whole  action  of  the  Convention  in  the  hands  of  the  conservatives.  WhmW 
•ver  was  therefore  of  good  or  evil,  was  attrihutable  to  the  conservatives. 
It  all  belonged  to  the  conservatives.  The  radicals  had  no  responsibility.  He 
did  not  wish  to  attribute  blame  to  anv  one,  not  even  to  the  conservatives, 
€m  this  subject.     He  did  not  believe  the  expenses  of  the  Convention  were 
worth  the  talk  they  had  occasioned.     'I'he^e  expenses  were  all  predicated 
upon,  and  regulated  by  those  of  the  IjCgislature ;  and  he  did  not  believe 
the  people  of  Pennsylvania  would  rcgaiti  the  expense  in  improving  their 
Ibrm  of  Government,  in  carrying  on  the  great  work  of  perfecting  their  free 
institmions,  and  making  them  conformable  to  the  light  and  spirit  of  the 
age ;  and  Mr.  B.  said  he  knew  the  gentleman  from  Franklin  (Mr.  Dun- 
X4>p),  was  too  high-minded  and  honorable  a  man  to  appeal  to  the  mere 
dollar-and-cent  passion  of  the  people  of  Cumberland,  Franklin,  and  Ad- 
ams, when  he  brought  the  subject  of  reform  before  them.     He  will  tell 
them  all  the  Convention  have  done,  and  all  he  believes,  in  his  heart,  they 
will  do.     He  will  show  them  his  votes  on  this  subject,  and  will  appeal  to 
their  high  and  lofty  patriotism  in  favor  of  reform.     He  will  tell  them 
that  all  the  charges  of  jacobinism  and  agrarianism,  which  were  made 
against  us  poor  radicals,  were  false  and  unfounded ;  and  will  ask  them  to 
judge  of  the  changes  we  make,  without  prejudice  or  passion,  looking  only 
at  what  is  made,  and  forgetting  who  has  made  them,  or  what  they  may 
have  cost.    If  we  have  acted  wrong,  he  will  tell  the  people  who  have  so 
acted;  but  he  will  not  ask  the  people  to  punish  themselves  for  our  faoltt 
by  rejecting  good  and  wholesome  reform.     He  will  tell  them  that  the 
Convention,  conservative  as  it  is,  can  do  no  harm,  and  may  and  will  do 
much  good.    It  will  enlarge  and  liberalize  the  institutions  of  the  State. 
On  the  subject  of  adjourning  until  April,  (Mr.  B.)  said,  the  gentleman  from 
Franklin  says  reform  is  at  the  flood  now,  and  it  will  soon  be  at  the  ebb. 
When,  (said  Mr.  B.),  will  be  the  greatest  ebb,  if  not  after  the  October 
election  ?    Those  opposed  to  all  reform  will  then  have  had  an  opportunity 
to  appeal  to  the  people,  and  if  they  want  no  reform,  that  will  be  the  time 
to  determine ;  and  Mr.  B.  said  he,  for  one,  was  willing  to  meet  the  people 
in  this  Hall  now,  or  in  October ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  deemed 
necessary  to  put  it  off  longer  than  the  period  already  fixed. 

Mr.  Fleming,  of  Lycoming,  said  that  if  we  aiijoumed  over  for  three 
months,  it  was  a  longer  time  than  our  constituents  would  approve ;  but* 
to  add  six  months  more  to  the  recess,  was  altogether  out  of  the  question. 
If  we  met  here  next  spring,  as  soon  as  the  warm  weather  commenced,  we 
should  meet  the  same  objections,  on  the  pcore  of  the  unhealthiness  of  the 
place  and  season,  that  we  have  met  at  this  session.  Another  adjourn- 
ment would  then  be  necessary  to  the  next  fall  or  spring,  occasioning  a 
degree  of  delay  and  expense  which  the  public  would  never  tolerate.-* 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  his  opinion  tliat  we  ought  not  to  have  ad- 
journed at  all.  This  season  of  the  year  was  the  roost  pleasant  for  sueh 
an  assembly  that  could  be  chosen ;  but,  after  adjourning  ior  three  months, 
without  any  substantial  reason,  he  wished  to  know  what  reason  could  be 
given  for  defering  the  whole  business  of  the  Convention  for  a  year.  In 
what  situation  would  it  place  us  with  the  people?  Was  it  believed  by 
any  one,  that  they  would  sanction  such  a  course  7 

He  would  ask  the  advocates  of  this  resolution  for  an  adjonnunenly  why 
voik.  ni.  i4 
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the  people  ehoaU  be  kept  in  a  state  of  suspense,  as  to  the  retnlt  of  duli- 
txirs  of  this  Convention,  durinjir  all  that  period,  and  also  for  thiee  moviii 
Hfter  we  assenihled  again  ?  He  contended,  that  if  this  adjoununent  to 
id  take  place,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  a  few  irenileinen  to  retimi  hsai 
and  transact  their  business,  it  was  time  tliia  Convantion  adjouraed  m 
\tftf.  With  ri'gard  to  the  place  where  we  were  to  meet  acain,  it  waiia- 
nUterial  to  him.  lie  could  find  arcommndation  to  satisfy  him  any  whor. 
Dtit,  he  could  see  no  good  reason,  wiiy  we  should  not  meet  in  Harrii^r 
afrain.  The  town  waR  he-althy,  and  wc  could  be  as  well  acconraodttK 
.here,  as  elsewhere.  He  reganiedthis  adjournment,  as  altogether rontnnr 
to  the  wishes  of  the  people.  He  confessed,  that  he  hnd  not  heard  a  lalh 
lary  good  reason  why  we  should  adjourn  for  months  to  come.  Hi 
should  much  like  to  be  furnished  with  a  good  and  substantial  srguiasat. 
with  which  he  coidd  satisfy  the  minds  of  his  constituents.  He  hui  heaid 
nothing  that  would  convince  those,  whom  he  had  the  honor  to  repitieat 
.on  this  floor. 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia  said,  he  had  heard  with  aurprife  that 
the  gentleman  from  the  county  (Mr.  Bkown)  had  received  printed  ioHrae- 
tions  from  his  constituents,  in  favor  of  the  radical  changea  of  the  Coosti- 
lution,  which  he  (Mr.  B.,)  had  sdvocated  here:  whilst  he,  (Mi.  Ceau- 
LBs)  had,  he  confe^sr  d,  within  the  last  twenty-fours,  received  fnmku 
roonstituenis  inf«*rmaiion  uf  quite  a  different  character. 

Mr.  Brown  said,  he  liad  received  letters,  not  instnictinns. 

Mt.  Chandlrr  said,  that  he  believed  his  friend  (Mr.  Brown)  belonfrd 
to  a  patty, which  pmfes^ed  to  obey  the  instructions  of  the  people.  He 
(Mr.  C.)  had  learned,  last  evening,  that  our  fiiends  and  neighbors  of  the 
third  district,  were  beginning  to  hold  opinions,  in  reirard  to  the  JiidicisrT 
and  other  questions,  entirely  different  ficm  what  they  had  prr  fesscd  to 
hold,  when  they  desired  to  gi\e  instructions  to  members  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  rose  to  a  point  of  ordf  r.  With  all  re- 
spect for  his  friend,  he  felt  himself  hound  to  ask  of  the  Chair,  whether  it 
was  in  order  to  introduce  matters  of  this  sort  here,  for  he  tliought  they 
were  not  relevant. 

The  Chair:     If  any  connection  at  all.  it  was  a  very  remote  one. 

Mr.  Chandler  did  uoite  ',  that  it  was  so  remote,  as  the  gentleman  iiD' 
agined.  He  had  risen  to  :  nswer  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Brown)  who  hid 
said  that  gentlemen  of  respectability,  from  the  city  of  Philailelphia,  had 
expressed  their  approhation.  gencra'ly,  of  all  the  measures  which  hU 
been  proposed  here.  As  he  (Mr.  C.)  knew  nothing  of  that  matter,  he 
eoulil  say  nothing  about  it.  He  howexer,  could  not  believe  all  tliat  liad 
been  done,  was  approved  of.  And,  as  to  what  had  been  said,  he  thonghu 
that  must  be  much  further  from  being  approved. 

Ml.  BiDi  LE,  of  Philadelphia,  said,  he  Relieved  that,  after  having  spent 
so  much  time  together,  all  party  asperity  had  been  much  fofiened,  and  mt 
should  go  home  with  the  best  feelings  towards  each  other.  As  to  tlie 
time  of  meeting,  he  asked  what  public  harm  could  follow  the  poatpone- 
.mentof  our  meeting  till  spring,  when  we  should  have  the  advaiittgt  of 
;  this  best  of  Halls  for  our  accommodation  ?  The  people  were  not  so  im- 
patif ot  as  they  had  been  represented,  and  would,  he  thought*  be  aatisfitd 
with  the  delay.  Tl.ere  woidd  be  ample  time  given  to  subinit  the  ameiKl- 
iBsnti  to  the  people,  at  the  following  October  elections.  We  would  hare  lbs 
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rofthis  Hall,  a^  he  had  bofore  remarked,  which  would  be  agreattavi&g 
<if  expense,  although  he  deemed  that  an  insignificant  consideration.  For» 
ivhen  the  psople  of  this  Commnnwealth  met,  to  change  all  the  founds* 
tiont  on  which  they  rested  ail  their  institutions,  and  on  which  mainly  de* 
peodei  the  public  hippinsss,  he  wojI  I  say,  that  th?  qie^tim  of  dollars 
snd  cents,  in  a  crreat  R'?public  like  this,  was  indeed  insii^ificant.  If, 
then«  the  Convention  should  adjourn  to  meet  again  in  this  place,  they 
would  have  only  about  five  weeks  to  sit,  before  the  Legislature  would 
meet,  when,  it  would  iie  necessary  that  the  Convention  should  remove 
Elsewhere.  Well,  if  an  adjournment  should  take  place  till  the  spring,  this 
inconvenience  would  be  entirely  avoided.  With  reerard  to  the  place  of 
meeting,  he  had  but  a  single  word  to  say.  It  became  him  not  to  select 
Philadelphia :  it  was  for  gentlemen  from  the  country  to  say,  whetherlhey 
would  gj  among  the  citiz  ms  of  that  place  or  not.  He  tnisted  t*iat  he 
Ivnuld  not  be  suspected  of  any  design  t«>  ifrfiuence  any  gentlemen  in  this 
body;  the  knew  that  they  were  incapable  of  bfing  influenced.  He 
tnisted  that  he  said  nothing  unworthy,  when  he  said  that  the  citizens- of 
Pbilad.'lphia,  united  in  stiong  regard  for  all  the  people  of  this  Common* 
wealth,  and  nothing  would  be  more  dcliifhiful  to  them,  than  io  take  the 
ftentlemen  cx>mposing  this  body,  by  the  hand,  as  biotliers,  indissolubly 
united,  for  weal,  or  for  wo. 

Mr.  Smyth,  of  Centre,  remarked  that,  very  early  in  the  session,  a  dis- 
pofliuon  was  manifested  to  adjourn  ;  and  the  excuse  that  was  offered,  was, 
the  acoommodaiion  of  the  f.rmers.  Now,  if  the  Convention  adjourns 
over  until  the  12ih  of  April,  the  warm  weather  would  set  in  before  We 
onuld  possibly  get  through,  and  the  same  excuse  would  be  urged  again. 
The  farmers  would  lose  two  seasons.  If  we  meet  in  October,  we  shall 
have  at  least  seven  weeks  before  the  meeting  of  the  liCgislature :  he 
therefore,  appealed  to  those,  who  were  in  favor  of  the  best  interests  of  the 
country,  to  oppose  the  motion  of  adjournment  until  April  next  He 
sliould  V  »te  in  favor  of  meeting  again  in  October  next. 

Mr.  Forward,  of  Allegheny,  observed,  that  if  he  could  reconcile  hie 
own  interest,  with  what  he  conceived  to  be  due  to  the  public,  he  should  be 
in  favor  of  adjourning  over  till  April  next.  But,  one  reason  operated  on 
his  minJ  against  it,  and  that  was,  the  recollection  of  what  we  have  done 
now,  would  be  then  alHiost  gone.  If.  however,  we  returned  in  October 
next  that  would  not  be  the  case,  and  consequenUy,  no  necessity  would 
exist  for  a  re-discussion-^a  re-hearing,  on  the  subjects  which  have  been 
discussed,  to  enable  us  to  come  to,  a  coriect  conclusion.  Again — if  wo 
meet  in  April,  the  session  might  be  prolonged  till  July.  His  opinion  was, 
that  if  this  Convention  should  mest  after  the  election,  next  October,  those 
political  as|>erities  incident  to  a  political  contest,  would  have  passed  away« 
and  the  Convention  could  then  proceed  to  its  businsss  in  a  calm  and  digid* 
fied  manner. 

The  reasons  offered  for  the  adjournment  were,  that  the  warm  weather 
was  coming  on — that  members  were  apprehensive  of  impairing  their 
hea!th,  and  that  it  was  no  time  for  deliberation.  He  thought  that  October 
was  the  best  time,  whether  the  Convention  assembled  in  Harrisburg  or 
Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Stbvbvb,  of  Adams,  said  that  when  he  oflTered  the  amendment,  h 
bfUf Ted  ibat  ibe  qoeeUoa  waa,  wbovber  tbe  CpoTootioa  i houM  mnx  it 
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^    a«  or  in  thit  Hall,  in  Oetober,  or  in  Bomo  InemiTtnitnl  phtt 

fittod  up'al  a  great  expenae  by  thia  county,  and  under  an  inflncnfie  wVA 
a  Legialaiore*  coming  freah  from  the  people,  heated  with  politica,  tuj 
here  upon  it.  Being  in  favor  of  meeting  in  thia  H  ill,  he  had  moved  Ik 
amendment :  but,  unwillmg  that  a  miaconatruction  ahoiild  be  put  uponhii 
motivea,  he  would  with  Iraw  the  amendment ;  and,  aa  the  quemion  nov 
would  be,  whether  we  ahall  meet  in  Harriaburg  or  PIiilMlelphia,  in  Oetih 
ber*  he  should  vote  foi  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  PoRTiR,  of  Northampton,  would  auegest  to  the  gentleman  fnw 
Dauphin,  (Mr.  Clark)  that  he  hal  l)etter  withdraw  hia  amendment,  ao  m 
to  dlow  a  direct  vote  to  he  taken  on  the  resolution  ce  ported  from  the  eoo- 
mlttee,  fixing  Philadelphia  as  the  place  of  meeting;  becauae,  if  that  aiioaU 
be  negatived,  we  would  meet  heie  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  striking  not 
aD  after  the  word  *'  that*\  and  inserting,  **  for  the  purpose  of  pmposiag 
amendments  to  the  Constitution,  to  he  submited  to  the  people  for  ibeir 
ratification  or  rejection  at  the  next  general  election,  thia  ConventioB  win 
prolong  its  session  one  month  beyond  the  14th  instant,  and  as  much  laa- 
ger aa  may  be  necessary'*. 

Mr.  D.  remarked  that  the  suggestions  which  had  been  thrown  oot  by 
the  gentleman  from  Lvcoming,  (Mr.  FLRMiNG)had  induced  him  (M.  D.) 
to  offer  this  amendment.  The  gentleman  had  asked  wh:U  necessity  there 
waa  for  adjourning,  but  he  had  received  no  answer.  He  (Mr.  Dieiir) 
believed  that  there  were  now  only  fifteen  abeentees-^-the  place  was  healthy 
—-and  indeed  we  were  at  this  moment  as  comfortable  as  we  had  been  sioee 
wa  assembled.  H  *  did  not  know  whether,  when  the  resolution  for  an 
adjournment  waa  offered  a  few  days  agf>,  it  was  warm  weather*  but,  at  any 
rats,  it  waa  cool  enough  now :  then  why,  he  would  ask,  should  not  gentlemen 
agree  to  lemain  ;  as  we  miirht  get  through  with  our  labora  in  a  month,  or 
siz  weeks  at  most,  and  then  th)  amendm'*nts  could  be  aubmited  to  the  peo- 
ple at  the  next  October  eleciio  i.  No  doubt  the  people  expected  th-it  they 
would  be  laid  before  them  at  that  time.  He  thought,  that  we  had  better 
remain  here  and  finish  our  labors,  than  adjourn  to  meet  in  October  next, 
for  by  doing  so,  much  expense  would  be  saved.  He  agreed  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Adams,  (Mr.  Stevens)  that  if  we  came  back  here  after  the 
ezeiteroent  and  heat  of  a  contested  election,  we  should  be  very  unprepared 
to  reanme  our  labors  in  that  tone  and  temper  which  ought  to  characterise 
Our  proceedings.  He  couhl  not  refrain  from  once  more  trying  to  bring  ike 
Convention  back  to  its  duty,  and  letting  the  people  know  who  are  opposed 
to  sobmiting  to  them,  in  October,  the  necessary  reforms  of  the  Constitutioo. 
He  would,  therefore,  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows  : 

Ts4S— Metsra.  Ag:new,  Ayrcs,  Bamdolliir,  Barnitz,  Bayn^  Butler  Ch!indler,  of  Cke»> 
tcr,  OhanJler,  of  Philidelfihia,  Clarice,  of  Beivor,  01  iHl.  of  D  u^hin,  Ciinv  C  ickraB, 
Ikiifsh,  Denny,  Dickey,  Dickerton.  Dillinger,  Doran,  Dunlop,  E  trie,  Plenung .  Gaable, 
Oesrhart,  Hayhur^it,  HendLTMO,  of  Diaphin,  Hiejt^r,  Kerr,  Konigiiachcr.  M'SImrj, 
Mofiditb,  Merrill,  Merkel,  Montg.>ini?ry,  Purviance,  Scott.  S  *lrzar4  Saively,  Sierigert, 
Stsvaoa,  Stickel,  Taggart,  Thomaa,   Weidman,  White,  Woodward,  Youn^— 46. 

Nava— Meaini.  Baldwin,  Binki,  Barclay,  Bjdibrd.  Bell,  Biddle,  BiMiham,  Brows,  of 
liSBcascer,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Care/.  CbannHc»« 
Ctmaoey,  Clapp,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Copo,  Craiy,  CrVin,  CrawfbrJ.  Cram,  Coa- 
aria,  Ciinninghain,  Carll,  Darlington,  Farrelly,  Forward,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gilnnre,  Grenell, 
Hmm,  Haiiiiiga»  HeUEoietein,  Hif  h,  Hopkiosoo.  Uoapt,  Hyds^  Inrn^  imki,  Km* 
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XffMwdy,  Kvtbt,  L0119,  Mtelay,  MsgM^  M*Ctheii,  irCall;  MDmvvII  XTilkr,  Ntvia, 
Ovwrfttld,  Pmnjpaclier,  Pollock.  Porter,  of  L  meaner,  Pofter,  of  Northampton,  Btl^it, 
lUtd,  Rit«r,  R  tier,  Rogem,  Ritese!!,  Stpger,  8«IIert,  Merrill,  Scbeets,  BbMrnt  iUI, 
Btmjtb,  8 wetland.  Weaver,  Sergeant,  Prwiident-^ll. 

Tbe  question  beincr  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Clark,  of  Dauphin, 

Mr.  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  would  merely  state,  he  said,  his  confident 
hope,  that,  if  the  Convention  met  here  in  October,  and  pursued  their  la- 
bors with  industry,  they  would  ancomplish  them,  and  be  ready  to  adjourn 
by  the  first  of  December.  But  if  not,  he  had  the  assurance  of  the  legally 
constituted  borough  and  county  authorities,  that  suitable  accommodations 
should  be  ponvided.  As  to  accommodations  afforded  for  the  members 
here,  he  believed  the  hotels  of  Harrishurg  were  admited  by  every  traveller 
to  be  equal  to  any  in  the  Union.  They  were  now  not  half  full;  but  if 
there  should  be  a  great  increase  of  the  number  of  strangers  here,  the  ac- 
commodations would  be  pioportionably  increased,  and  other  houses  would 
be  opened.  Ti'ese  considerations,  taken  together  with  tl.e  advantage  af« 
fopied  here  in  the  facility  of  access  to  the  public  offices,  and  to  the  public 
records,  would,  he  trusted,  bring  gentlemen  to  tlie  conclusion  that  they 
ought  to  meet  here  in  October. 

Mr.  Cunningham  said,  that  as  he  was  one  of  the  committee  on  this 
•ubject,  he  would  brieffy  state  the  reasons  wF^y  he. disagreed  with  the  mil* 
jority  as  to  the  expediency  of  going  to  Philadelphia.  He  knew  too  well 
the  kindnei^  and  hospitality  of  the  people  of  that  city,  to  believe  that  we 
would  transact  our  business  there  as  well  as  here.  He  knew  the  hospi- 
tality of  the  citizens  of  Philadelphia  so  well,  that  he  believed  we  should 
spend  most  of  our  time,  while  there,  in  social  eating,  drinking,  and  visit- 
ing. We,  from  the  country,  (said  Mr.  C.)  cannot  do  business  so  well 
aAer  drinking  different  kinds  of  fine  wine,  eating  lobsters,  die,  as  without 
them,  for  we  are  not  used  to  such  things,  and  they  would  not  agree  well 
with  us.  As  to  the  health  of  Harrishurg,  he  must  be  perm i ted  to  bear  hit 
irery  strong  testimony  on  that  subject.  He  should  not  do  it  justice  if  he 
did  not  say  that  he  considered  it  as  healthy  as  any  part  of  the  country.— 
Where  could  we  find  more  perfect  exhibitions  of  health  than  we  every 
day  witness  here,  in  the  rosy  cheeks  of  the  ladies  who  grace  our  galleries. 
He  had  himself  resided  here  for  some  six  years,  and  he  could  present  his 
own  corporation  as  an  evidence  that  Harrishurg  was  a  healthy  place.  He 
had  never  been  sick  here  one  hour.  The  air  from  the  Susquehanna  and 
the  mountains  was  as  pure  and  as  healthy  a^  any  in  the  world.  For  the 
continuance  of  our  labors,  the  summer  would  be  more  healthful  than  the 
winter,  because,  in  the  winter,  we  must  sit  with  closed  doors,  and  inhale 
hot  and  fetid  air. 

Mr.  Kerr  said,  there  was  one  reason  against  going  to  Philadelphia, 
wlMeh  had  not  been  mentioned  :  that  we  should  there  be  in  the  atmosphere 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  We  should  not  be  there  long,  before 
9Very  print  of  the  party,  from  the  great  Globe  downwards,  would  sav  that 
we  were  bribed  by  the  Bank.  He  did  not  wish,  in  this  way,  to  LfiTjrd  a 
topic  for  electioneering  politicians. 

Mf.  Bell  agreed  with  gentlemen  as  to  the  beauty,  licalthfulness  and 
iu)8|itality  of  Harrishurg,  but  the  question  was,  whether  it  would  be  con- 

Sm^nt  and  proper  for  us  to  come  back  here  and  infringe  upon  the  duties 
ItDother  and  Urger  body,  whose  duties,  in  some  measure,  will  also  iu* 
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fHnge  upon  ours.    If  we  now  find  onrselves  crowded  here«  what  shodd 
we  do  when  another  body,  more  numerous,  and  attended  by  an  armv  of 
loafers  and  borers,  should  crowd  themselves  into  this  place?     We'esa 
now  scarcely  enjoy  the  advantage  of  a  moment's  privacy  without  retirinf 
io  our  chambers.     Another  consideration  was,  that  since  the  commence- 
ment of  the  session,  we  have,  whether  ri|fhtfully  or  wronsrfully,  very  fie- 
anently  indul^d  in  vituperative  remarks  upon  the  Legislat  ve  body,  and 
ley  mieht  feel  disposed  toretoitupon  us  some  of  our  own  ill-naiure. 
What,  then,  would  be  the  situation  of  the  two  bodies  ?     Suppose  we  were 
discuss'ncr  a  question  of  the  power  of  that  body,  and  tfiey  should  pass  a 
resolution  declafingr  that  this  body  was  so  constiuited  as  not  ti>  be  able  to 
jiulire  upon  the  matter.     It  would  be  ensy  to  imagine  that  the  two  bodies 
mifi^ht,  in  various  ways,  be  brought  into  colli:>ion,  that  their  chities  clashed 
in  some  respects,  and  that  any  influence  which  they  might  exercise  QfKm 
each  other,  would  he  of  an  unfavourable  and  improper  character.    Now 
that  we  had  fixed  upon  October  as  the  period  of  meeting,  it  was  evident 
that  we  would  not  meet  here.     What  objection  was  Uiere    to  going  to 
Phihdelphia?     The  people,  it  was  said,  would  never  sanction  the  ex- 
pense;  hut  that  objection  was  removed  now  that  the  city   authorities  had 
offered  to  fit  up  a  Hall  for  us.     But  another  objection  was  made.     It  was 
said  Uiat  the  people  had  a  prejudice  against  the  city :  a  prejudice  aipiost 
what?  the  pride  and  boast  of  our  State-— the  city  of  Philadelphia?    He 
had  heanl  that  somethiug  <  f  the  kind  did  exist,  and  that,  on  account  of  it 
the  seat  of  Governuient  iiad  been  removed.     But  what  was  the  reason  of 
that?     Why,   that  the  Lecrislature,  holding  the  purse-strings,  might  be 
tempted  to  he  too  liberal  to  the  city,  and  be  too  much  under  infioenre.— 
But  that  objection  did  not  npply  to  us,  who  are  not  masters  of  the  stronf 
box.     We  were  clothed  with  no  other  power  than  that  of  ('eliber.ition ;  and 
were  not  the  people  of  Philadelphia  as  much  interested  in  the  result  of  our 
dcliheiations — in  the  formation  of  a  Constitution  which  should  secnra 
perpetual  pn>sperrty  and  liberty  to  the  Siaie,  as  any  other  portion  of  onr 
citizens  ?     But  it  is  said  that  the  amusements  and  festivities  of  the  city 
will  with  Iraw  our  atteniion  from  our  proper  business.     But,  sir,  most  of 
us  have  passed  th?  hey-day  of  our  life,  and  many  of  us,  indeed,  are  pass- 
ing into  the  vale  of  years.     What  gentleman  around  him  would  lie  likely 
to  be  seduced  hy  such  amusements  as  the  city  could  aflfor.l  ?     It  app'sretl 
to  him  a  reflection  on  this  body.     The  gentleman  fmm    Mercer,  'Mr. 
CinvNiNGHAM),  had  not  told  us  what  were  the  Sf^ductions  which   were  w 
much  to  be  dreaded  by  the  members  of  this  body.     Eating  terrapins  and 
lohs'ers  was  not  so  dangerous  a  snare  ns  to  justify  his  apprehensions.— 

tMr.  Porter,  of  Northa-npton.  Drinkins:  wine.]  But,  sir,  said  Mr. 
»BLL,  I  sh'juld  never  imagine  judging  only  fr  »m  the  counten  mce  of 
the  srent'em  in  from  Mercer,  that  he  ever  indulged  in  such  things.  He  wouM 
undertake  to  pledge  him-elf  fir  the  memSers,  that  not  one  of  them  would 
be  the  less  qualified  for  the  di9c!iarge  of  his  duties,  by  the  use  of  any  of 
these  things.  Ilarrishiir>;  itself  affordeil  many  iud'icem  nts  and  amuse- 
ments, for  our  power  of  relaxation  ;  and  our  afternoon  sessions  had  proved, 
that  if  it  did  not  abound  with  lobsters,  it  did  with  wine ;  anl  surely  it 
had  not  been  objected  to  us,  that  a  good  dinner  and  a  bottle  of  good  wine 
unfited  us  for  the  proper  discharge  of  our  duties  here.  But  it  was  inid 
Ibat  here  we  wore  not  ool/  aurrounded  with  beautiful  actnefjr,  but  widi 
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all  A^  faeilities  of  knowledge.  In  Philadelphia,  too,  there  were  books  en 
any  and  every  subject.  Our  library  waa  small  in  comparison  with  the 
libraries  of  Philadelphia.  He  did  not  imaftqe  that  the  Halls  of  the  l|hrary 
would  be  much  frequented  by  gentlemen,  but  if  they  witihed  to  resort  to 
them,  they  might  have  free  and  unrestrained  acceaa  to  all  the  public  libra- 
riesin  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Reigart  had  risen,  he  said,  to  state  that  he  wns  a  member  of  the 
Committee,  but  disagreed  with  the  majority  in  this  recommendation.  At 
a  proper  time,  he  would  move  Lancaster  and  give  his  reasons  in  favor  of 
that  motion. 

Mr.  Weidman  asked  why  we  should  go  to  Philadelphia.  Could  we  he 
better  accommtKiated  there  than  here  ?  Was  it  a  more  heaHliy  place  than 
this  ?  Had  we  not  here  better  opportunities  for  obtaining  books  of  refer- 
ence, and  of  obtaining:  information  from  the  Departments?  Here  we  had 
every  thing  we  wanted  under  the  snme  roof.  It  wa^  with  surpiise  that  lie 
heaitl  it  urged  against  Harrisburg  that  it  was  unhealthy,  when,  at  the  same 
lime,  we  And  that  one  hundred  and  sixteen  n[iembers,  notwithstanding 
their  absence  from  home,  and  change  of  habits,  air,  and  diet,  were  here  in 
good  health  and  spirits.  Thix  was  a  circumstance  that  spoke  more  fur  the 
health  of  Harrisburg  than  could  be  said  of  any  place  in  Pennsylvania ;  and 
the  place  was  not  only  healthy,  but  its  citizens  were  hospitable  and  polite. 
What,  then,  was  the  reason  for  movins:?  It  was  said  that,  by  removing, 
we  should  get  dear  of  the  members  of  tSe  Legislature,  and  the  loafers  and 
borers  who  follow  at  their  heels.  He  was  not  afraid  of  being  improp* 
erly  influenced  by  the  members  of  the  Legislatnie,  coming,  as  they  did, 
fn)m  the  people  who  were  our  constituents,  and  representing  ih^ir  semi- 
nients.  Were  we  afraid  of  being  influenced  by  the  will  of  the  people  ? 
He  had  no  doubt  that  suitable  accommodations  would  be  procuied  for  us 
here.  Some  objected  to  sitting  in  a  church,  and  compared  it  to  sitting  in 
the  stocks.  He  was  willing  to  sit  there  if  it  could  be  rendered  commodi- 
ous, or  to  sit  in  the  (/Ourt  House,  which  the  l«egislature  once  occupied. 
He  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  so  fltted  up  as  to  receive,  in  comfort,  every 
member  of  this  body.  If  we  meet  here  in  October,  with  the  prospect  before 
us  of  the  meeting  of  the  Legiitlature  in  six  weeks,  we  should  get  through 
the  whole  business  by  that  time. 

Mr.  Keim  regreted,  he  said,  that  there  should  be  any  doubt  in  the 
minds  of  gentlemen  as  to  the  place  where  th?  Convention  ought  to  re-as- 
semble. He  regreted  that  it  should  be  thought  necessary,  for  a  commit- 
tee to  go  about  seeking  a  place  foi  this  Convention  to  hold  its  session. 
He  felt  it  his  duty  to  say,  that  Harrisburg,  as  the  State  Capitol,  was 
the  only  proper  place  for  their  meeting,  even  apart  from  its  advantages 
of  climate  and  situation.  The  Conventions  of  New-York  and  Virginia 
did  not  desert  their  Capitols.  If  the  committee  had  consulted  wiih  the 
citizens  of  Harrisburg,  they  would  have  found  ample  accommodations 
ready  for  -heir  acceptance,  and  there  was  no  place  where  they  would  be 
treated  with  more  kindness  than  here.  Another  consideration  deserving 
of  our  attention  was  the  expense  of  a  removal  to  Philadelphia,  and,  as- 
sembled as  we  were,  for  the  purpose  of  reform,  expense  was  an  object 
of  some  moment.  It  was  necessainr  also  that  we  should  hold  frequent 
communications  with  the  public  oflScers  which  were  at  Harrisburg.  Afr. 
K.  said  we  should  not  draw  precedents  from  the  Legislature  which  lud 
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eounipnanced  tYiose  abutai  which  we  have  atsemblad  for  the  porpoee  of 
abolifhing.  We  have  heard  of  travelling  cabinets  and  knew  how  iin|>o|m- 
lar  they  were,  and  have  we  not  heard  that  wandering  Arabe  were  al- 
ways in  disgi  ace.  Why,  he  asked,  should  we  leave  HarrishuTvT  Was  it 
not  in  the  power  of  the  citizens  and  theliotel  keepers  to  nfford  every  se^ 
vice  and  accommodation  that  we  require?  Wheie  should  we  meet  ?  At 
Philadelphia  ?  Did  not  that  city  know  how  much  ahe  had  been  trsdoced 
here  and  would  not  that  have  some  influence  upon  our  welcome  T  Bat 
hoMr  were  to  go  there  ?  Should  we  go,  in  a  bo<ly,  as  a  travelling  meoa- 
gerie,  under  the  conduct  of  our  SSergeant-at-arms  ?  What  would  becone 
of  our  unchained  animals?  and  where  should  we  place  the  animal  spoksa 
of  by  the  gentleman  from  the  county,  the  other  day  ? 

Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton,  was  in  favor,  he  said,  of  meeting  in 
Philadelphia,  as  to  the  mode  of  getting  there,  there  would  be  no  difficulnr 
in  it*  He  did  not  propose  to  go  in  a  body,  but  when  the  place  was  fiied, 
it  would  be  easy  to  find  it,  because  all  the  streets  of  the  city  mn  at 
riffht  angles.  There  was  no  danger  of  our  being  lost  in  our  way.  If  his 
fnend  from  Berks  would  place  himself  under  his  guidance  he  would  lead 
him  safely  to  the  Hall.  He  should  vote  for  Philadelphia  for  two  reasons,* 
and  the  first  a  selfish  one,— that  it  was  fifty  miles  nearer  to  his  resideoes 
than  Harrishurg.  Another  reason  was  that  he  apprehended  it  would  ba 
very  crowded  here.  It  was  true  that  there  arc  good  hotel*keepere  here  wlw 
are  as  attentive  to  our  wants  as  those  in  Philadelphia  would  be:  but 
when  we  get  one  hundred  and  thirty-three  mure,  and  the  army  of  disia- 
terested  gentlemen  who  usually  follow  them,  all  of  whom  were  to  be  beit 
all  winter,  while  we  were  to  remain  here  only  for  a  part  of  it,  he  was  afraid 
that  all  the  best  places  would  be  given  to  them,  and  that  we  should  have 
to  make  shif\  with  indifferent  quarters.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  chance  of  our  getting  through  before  the  meeting  of  the  Legislatue. 
If  we  were  to  go  into  the  Court  House  he  would  at  once  say  tiiat  thers 
was  not  room.  When  the  Legislature  met  there  it  was  found  very  ineom* 
raodious  and  oppressive  even  foi  a  hundred  members.  The  Hall  of  Inde- 
pendence  ofiTered  to  us  in  Philadelphia  was  more  commodious  and  larger 
than  any  we  could  get  here.  He  refered  to  the  act  of  Assembly  for  oil* 
ing  the  Convention  to  show  that  it  was  in  the  contemplation  of  the  law 
that  the  Convention  might  find  it  convenient  to  change  tlie  place  of  hold- 
ing their  session,  after  having  ors^anized  the  body  here. 

Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  said  the  question  had  now  assumed  a  differ- 
ent  aspect,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  to  say,  that  we  ought  to  meet  in  Phil- 
adelphia.    It  follows,  inevitably,  that  ti.e  Convention  will   be  in  sessioB 
when  the  Legislature  is  in  session,  and  cannot,  tlicrefore,  have  the  use  of 
this  Hall.     They  will  be  ccmpelled  to  sit,  eithei  in  the  Chuich,  oriathe 
court  house.     'J  he  gentleman  from   Northampton  (Mr.  Pcbtes)  hastoM 
us  that  the  court  houEe   is  too  tmall  to  contain  this  brdy  ;  ar.d  ss  to  the 
Church,  besides  other  inconvcnirncef,  the  cffer  of  it  is  coupled  with  are* 
■ervaticm  for  preaching.     Would  any  gentleman  be  willing  to  suffer  his 
desk  and  papers  to  be  examined  by  the  persons  who  would  attend  tbi 
Church  on  Sunday  ?    He  had  no  oljectirn  to  a  Church, /7fr  se,  but  be  did 
object  to  being  confined  to  inconvenient  and  annoying  seats,  which  leefli 
to  h  aye  been  cor.stiucted  for  the  purpose  of  mcrtifying  the  flesh,  while 
the  spirit  is  engaged  in  prayer :  and  not  for  the  use  of  a  deliberative  as* 
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8«mb1y— all  the  wood  butchers  in  Pennsylvania  could  not  have  made 
them  worse.  For  that  reason  he  should  be  compelled  to  exclude  himseK; 
he  would  be  so  much  annoyed  hy  the  seats.  WouUl  they  meet  in  thb 
Hall?  What  would  be  their  attitude  here?  They  would  assemble  in  the  Hall, 
and  then  have  to  surrender  it  to  the  Legislature,  and  would  thus  rendei 
themselves  obnoxious  to  ridicule.  If  they  meet  in  the  Church*  it  would 
be  too  inconvenient ;  if  in  the  court  house,  it  would  he  too  small ;  for  these 
reasons,  as  well  as  others  which  hnd  been  stated,  be  would  be  in  fkvoref 
meeling  in  Philndelphia.  Wc  should  he  in  no  greater  danger  of  temptt- 
tion  to  evil  in  Philadelphia,  as  we  could  give  the  people  nothing.  Wluit 
could  the  people  expect  from  us,  but  good  fellowship  and  good  speechett 
Suppose  it  to  be  taken  for  granted,  that  Philadelphia  present**  a  field  for 
intrigue.  That  would  be  a  good  reason  for  not  sitting  there  in  a  legisla- 
tive capacity,  having  power  to  pass  on  suhjects  concerning  local  interests. 
The  people  of  the  Commonwealth  might  then  well  be  jealous  of  die  in- 
fluence of  the  city.  But  this  is  a  mere  dry  Convention,  having  no  such 
power;  and  our  conntituents  would  not  object  to  our  going  there.  Every 
gentleman,  he  thought,  who  would  submit  to  the  guidance  of  his  own  rea- 
sons, would  vote  for  going  to  Philadelphia,  because  it  would  be  impossi- 
ble to  sit  here.  It  was  the  intention  that  we  should  go  where  our  conve- 
nience required,  and  that  we  should  move  to  some  other  plare.  llie 
clause  in  the  act  implies  that  circumstances  may  render  it  necessary  to 
change  the  place  of  sitting,  and  he  could  not  tell  what  possible  objection 
there  could  be  to  the  removal.  He  called  on  gentlemen  to  look  to  their 
constituents  at  home,  and  to  say  to  them  how  inconvenient  would  be  ooir 
situation  here,  and  how  much  better  we  may  be  accommodated  sonoie 
where  else.  He  was  not  afraid  to  leave  this  place,  lest  his  popularity 
should  be  injured.  Let  those  who  have  it  in  their  minds,  th^t  their  con- 
stituents will  not  agree,  reflect  that  if  there  should  be  a  powerful  vote  of 
this  Convention  in  favor  of  movmg  to  Philadelphia,  it  would  be  a  strong 
argument  with  the  people  in  favor  of  the  step.  If  they  could  nnite  inm 
unanimous  vote,  there  would  Hot  be  found  any  of  the  constituents  of  gen- 
tlemen who  would  urge  a  rational  objection  against  it.  He  put  it  to  gen- 
tlemen if  it  was  not  a  question  on  which  they  were  more  competent  to 
judge  than  their  constituents :  and  asked  if  there  was  one  gentleman,  who, 
if  the  c.tse  was  entirely  his  own,  would  hesitate  to  go  to  Philadelphia, 
and  who  did  not  now  wish  that  the  meeting  should  be  there. 

Mr.  Sterigere,  of  Montgomery,  did  not  expect  that  any  thing  which 
he,  or  any  one  else,  could  say,  would  have  any  influence.  It  was  a 
question  which  w:!S  more  a  matter  of  feeling,  than  of  argument— no  one 
could  be  influenced — not  a  vote  could  be  changed.  As  he  meant  to  go 
against  the  resolution,  he  desired  to  say  a  veiy  few  words.  We  do  not 
apprehend  that  the  people  of  Philadelphia  will  lead  us  astray ;  hut  there 
are  to  he  found  there  many  objects  of  amusement  and  curiosity,  wh.ch 
would  induce  members  from  the  country  frequently  to  abstract  themselves 
from  the  duties  of  the  Convention ;  and  the  consequence  would  be  an  tth- 
necessary  prolongation  of  the  session.  He  believed  that  a  temporally  ad- 
journment would,  in  any  case,  prolong  the  sitting  of  the  Convention  for  a 
month ;  and  still  longer  if  the  meeting  should  he  in  Philadelphia.  The 
objection  against  the  court  house  was  not  well  foimded.  He  was  in  the 
Legislature  which  sat  there,  and  he  had  suffered  no  inconttmenot.    ll 
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"wafi  not  80  commodious  as  this  Hall,  but  could  be  made  eufiiciently  cob- 
venient.     We  have  added  ihirtv-ihree  desks  to  the  nuipber  used  in  ihii 
Hall  by  the  Legislature  ;  and  we  can  make  arrangements  which  will  rah 
der  the  court  house  a  convenient  room.     There  are  offices  for  Clei^, 
anJ  for  other  purposes.     The  church,  too,  has  cont?.ined  six  hundred  per- 
sons, and  is,  therefore,  sufficiently  spacious  for  the  purposes  of  the  Coo- 
Yention.     The  objection  to  meeting  there,  he   regarded  as  the  slightest 
which  could  be  conceived.    Was  not  such  an  objection  equally  to  be  urged 
to  the  genteel  auditory,  who  come  to  visit  the  Capitol  on  Sundays,  and 
Other  days  ?     In  Congresb  it  is  the  practice  to  have  public  preaching,  and 
^ore  }fi  no  complnint ;  and  in  the  British  Parliament,  the  merobcn  have 
no  desks  at  all.     He  did  not  look  upon  the  objections,  as  entitled  to  modi 
consideration.     The   session  wouid  be  unnecessarily  extended  by  gobf 
to  Philadelphia,  and  the  attention  of  delegates  would  be  too  maeh  dis- 
tracted. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Clabk, 
of  Dauphin,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas,  06  ;  nays,  50,  ai  fol- 
lows : 

Year — Messrs.  Ayres,  Banks,  Barndollar.  Bamitz,  Bayne^  Brdford,  Bonbaoi,  Brown, 
of  Northampton,  Butler,  ChamI  ers.  Chipp,  Clarke,  ofBravrr,  Clurk.  of  Daofihio.Clvke, 
of  Indiana,  Cline,  Craig,  Crain,  Crawford. Cummin,  Cunninschara.  Darrah.  Denny, Dirk- 
C|y,I>icketFon,  Donncll,  Doran,  Farrelly,  Fuller.  Gamble,  Gcarhart,  Gilmore,  HarmHiit- 
ingStHayhurst,  HelflenBtein,  Hendersnn.  of  Dauphin,  High,  Hycie,  JngcraoU,  Sdm, 
Kerr,  Krelia,  Maclay,  Magoe,  M'Cail,  Merkel,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Ncvin.  Read,  Bittei. 
R  gers.  Sellers,  Seitzer,  Scheetz,  Shellito,  Sm\th,  Snively,  Sterigcre,  Stickel,  6irct- 
la  id,  Taggart,  Weaver,  Weidman,  Woodcrard,  Young — 66. 

Nats — Mo  Bn>.  Agnew,  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Bell,  Biddlc.  Brown,  of  Lancaaltr, 
Brown,  of  "Philadelphia,  Cany,  Chnnd'er,  of  Chester.  Chandler,  of  Ptuiaddphia. 
Chauncey.  Gd  hian,  Cope,  Crum,  Darlington,  Dillinger.  Dtno; ,  Earle,Flfming,  Fnr. 
Grppell,  H  e»t!r,  liopkinson,  Houpt,  Jenkp,  Kennedy,  Konigmacbcr,  Long,  Bf'Cabta, 
M'Dowell,  M'Sherry,  Mcrrdilh,  Men  ill,  Ovcrfield,  Penny  packer,  Pilludu  Poiter,  of 
Lancaster,  Porter,  of  Noithampton,  Purviance,  Reijart,  Riter,  Russell,  Saeger.  Scoit, 
Serrill,  Sill,  Stevens,  Thomas,  White,  Sergeant,  Pretident — 50. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was  then  agreed  to,  and 
The  Convention  adjourned. 


THURSDAY— July  13,  1837. 

Mr.  Chandler  of  Philadelphia,  presented  the  memorial  of  the  Penn- 
•ylvania  Society  for  promoting  the  abolition  of  slavery,  &c.,  praying  for 
the  extension  of  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  to  all  human  beings. 

Mr.  Chandler  of  Chester,  presented  a  memorial  similar  in  its  iinpoft 
and  prayer,  from  citizens  of  Pennsylvania. 

These  memorials  were  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Read  of  Susquehanna,  submitted  the  fo]lowin£r  resolution  : 
Retptved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  for  the  election  of  Jurtices  of  the  Peace  sod 
Aldermen,  at  the  time  of  the  eKction  of  Constahles,  for  a  teim  not  exceeding  fivfTcai^ 

Mr.  Read  moved  the  second  reading  of  the  resolution. 


PENNSYLVANU  CONVENTION,  1837.  TT» 

Mr.  Hrster  of  Lancaster,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion^ 
and  tliey  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative  as  follows : 

Ykas— Me8«r8.  Ayres,  Bankd,  Barclay,  Bayne,  Bedford,  Bell,  Bonham,  Brown,  pf 
Korlbampton,  Brown,  of  Philaduiphi.i,  Butier,  C'ark.  of  Dauphin,  C.arke,  of  Indian^y 
Craxn,  Crawfortl,  Cummin,  Cunningham,  Curll,  Darrih,  Denny,  Dickey.  Diil'.nger,  Doh- 
n»X  Doran.  Earle,  Farrclly,  Flcmin:;,  f  oulkrtxl.  Fry,  Fuller.  Gamble.  Gea  hart,  O  enelf, 
Haatinga,  Hnyhurit,  HelfTonstein,  Henderson  of  Diuphin,  High,  Hou;>t,  Hyde,  Ing;er* 
•oil,  Keim,  Kennedy,  Kreha,  Mai^ce,  ArCahen,  Miller,  M')ntgomery,  Nevin,  Overfield, 
Purriance,  Road,  Kiter,  Rogen*,  Se  hrs,  Seltzer,  Schcetz,  Shellito,  &>ill,  Smyth,  Stickel, 
8 wetland,  Tagq^rt,  Weaver,  Woodward — 64. 

Nat»— Messrs  A^new,  B.ddvvin,  B  irndolhir,  Barniiz,  Biddic,  Carey,  Charahert, 
Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  Chandler,  of  Chctitpr,  Chauncey,  Clinc,  Cochran,  Cope, 
Crum,  Darlington,  Dunlop.  Harris,  Hientrr,  Hopkinson,  Jenk«,  Long,  Maclay,  M*8herry, 
IMeredilh,  Merrill,  Merkel,  Pennypackcr,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lanctister,  Rt'ijart,  Roa- 
fldl,  Sapgar,  8cott,  Serrill,  8teri;;erc,  Stevens,  Thomas,  Todd,  Weidoiaan,  Young,  8«r- 
geant,  Pretident—W. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Cope  requested  the  mover  to  withdraw  the  resolution  for  a  mo- 
inent,  to  enable  him  to  make  a  report  from  the  committee  on  accounts. 

Mr.  Stevens  considered  it  an  extraordinary  thing,  at  a  moment  when 
the  committee  on  accounts  wished  to  make  a  report,  that  those  who  need* 
ed  their  money  mi^ht  receive  it,  that  a  resolution  should  be  introduced 
which  mi^ht  consume  the  balance  of  the  expiring  session.  He  moved 
that  the  further  consideration  of  tlie  resolution  be  postponed  indefinitely* 

Mr.  Read  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  motion,  and  they  were 
oidered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  for  indefinite  postponement, 
and  decided  in  the  negative,  by  the  following  vote : 

Y1A8 — Mrssrs.  Ajnew,  Baldwin,  Barndollnr.  Bamitz,  Brown,  of  Lancaster,  Caivy, 
Chaml>er«,  Chundlcr,  of  Chester,  Chandler,  of  Pliiladelphtj,  Ch^iunrey,  Clark,  of  D  •- 
pbin.  Cline,  Cochian,  Cope,  Crum,  Cunningnam,  Darlington,  Dun'op,  Forward,  Harria, 
Hiestcr,  Hopkinson,  Houpt,  Jenks,  Konigmacher,  Long,  Maclay,  M'Sherry,  Mere- 
dith, Mi'rrill,  Merkel,  Pennypackcr,  Pollo;*k,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Rel^art,  Ruasell, 
Saegar,  Scott,  Serrill,  Stcrigcre,  Stevens,  Thomas,  Todd,  Young,  Sergeant,  Prtti" 
dent — 45. 

Nais — Mesmrs.  Ayres,  Bniks.  Barclay.  Bayne,  Bedford,  Bell,  Bonham,  Brown,  of 
Northampton,  Brown,  of  Pbiladelphii,  Butler,  Clarke,  of  Indbna,  Crain,  Crawford, 
Cummin,  Curll,  Darrah,  Di*nny,  Dickey,  Dillinger,  Donnell,  Doran,  Earle,  Fanvlly, 
Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble,  (iearhurt,  Gtlmore,.Grenell.  Haatings,  Hay- 
hurst,  HelfTenr^tein,  Henderson,  of  Diuphin,  High,  Hyde,  Ingersell,  Keim,  Kennedy, 
Krvbs,  Kerr,  M*Cahen,  McDowell,  Milior,  Montgomery,  Nevin,  Overfield,  Purviance, 
Read,  Rittcr,  Rogers,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Schcetz,  Shellito,  Sill,  Smyth,  Stickel  Swetland, 
Taggart,  Weaver,  Weidman,  Woodward — Gi. 

Mr.  Konigmacher  of  Lancaster,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by 
striking  therefrom  all  after  the  word  *♦  resolved,"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof,  tlic  following,  viz  :  **  The  Governor  shall  appoint  such  number 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Aldermen,  in  the  respective  townships,  wards 
and  boroughs,  as  are,  or  shall  be,  Uirccted  by  law.  They  shall  be  c(»m« 
missioned  for  the  term  of  seven  years ;  but  may  be  removed,  on  convic- 
tion of  misbehaviour  in  oihce,  or  of  any  infamous  crime,  or  on  the  address 
of  both  branches  of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  Konigmacher  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  amendment,  and 
tbey  were  ordered  accordingly. 
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The  qtiettion  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  mmeod,  and 

the.  negative,  by  the  fol  owing  vote : 

Yr>»— MeMTi.  Bmldiwin,  BiUdle,  Brown,  of  LincMtrr,  Carej,  Chttndl«r,  of  Cbcrcr, 
Cf^minrty.  Cncbrtn,  Cjpe,  DtrliDgton,  Gearhart,  HarrUi,  Hie«iter»  H'lpkinann,  Inder- 
al; J^nki,  Ktinigmadier,  M*8hf*rry,  Meredith,  Penajpaclur,  Reigvit,  Scott,  8cn^ 

nOMIM— S3. 

Nati — Meaara.  Acnew,  Ayrea,  Banka,  Barchv.  Birndo'lar,  Birnits«  Bnlford,  Bd, 
9t>nb<im*  Brown,  of  N'>nhamptin,  Brown,  of  Pbihdelplria,  B  itler,  Charnbera,  Chaa- 
4tr,  of  Phil idetphia.  Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  CLaa, 
Grain.  Crawfo^,  Cru-n,  Cummin.  Cunn^n^bam,  Curll.  Da  rah.  Di-nny.  DIckcj,  DfHia* 

SMT,  DoAoell,  D  )ran.  Dunlop,  E  trie,  Parretlv.  Fleming.  FoulkroJ,  Fr j\  Foll-r.  Ganbli^ 
Qbana,  Grenell.  Uaatinga,  H<iyharst,  HdlfTcnHein,  Henderwm,  oif  Dauphin.  High, 
;OopC  Hyda^Keim,  Kenn(>dy,  Krebs  Limg,  Mar/ay,  Ma^ef,  M*C\h*Q,  M*Dourall,  Mai^ 
rO^  M'*rkeU  Millar,  M  mtgnmary,  Nevin,  Ovrrfield.  Pollock.  P^rtar,  of  La  icjatw,  Vfun> 
ftoep:  R  'ad,  Ritier,  R  igem,  Roiaoll,  8aeg  ir.  Hellers.  8His  *r.  Sebaefs.  Sbelito,  8ilU  Ba^di, 
0lariipra,  Stavana,  tStiekal,  Swalland,  Taggan,  Todd,  Weaver,  WaklmaB,  Woadwadl 
tSargaant,  Pretident-^b, 

Mr.  Dunlop  moved  to  amend  the  retohition,  by  inserting  af^pr  the  void 
**  expe.lient",  the  words  '*  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  iixik 
artlole,  and",  so  as  that  the  resolution  woald  read  thus ; 
'  Mtwnhed,  That  it  ia  axpe  lirnt  to  |M-oc**a  I  to  the  con  4  leration  of  the  nxth  artide.  aad 
t^pM^rida  fiv  the  alaedon  of  Juaticea  of  the  Peace,  and  Aklemian,  at  tha  time  d  tka 
iisrtion  o^tba  C<»n<<tahtaa.  fir  a  term  nnt  exceedmz  five  yaira. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  was  in  favor  of  the  electbn  of  Justices  of  the  Peare,  in 
the:  nanoer  proposed,  but  he  wished  the  thing  to  be  dune  in  a  proper 
manner. 

Mr.  Rbad  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  inserting  the  word 
*•  nomf  *  in  the  amendment  With  that  altdraiion,  he  would  support  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Di7NU>p  accepted  the  amendment*  as  a  modification  of  his  amcsd- 

iMnt. 

Bffir.  Read  said,  he  would  withdraw  the  declaration  that  he  would  wn^ 
port  the  amendment,  after  hearin|f  it  agjiiti  read. 

Mir.  Dunlop  expressed  a  willingness  to  put  it  in  any  form  the  geode- 
nan  wished. 

Mr.  Read  wished  it  to  remain  as  ijt  was. 

Mr.  Fry,  of  Lehigh,  moved  an  a  i.endment. 

The  PaBsiDBNT  stated,  that  it  was  not  in  orJer  as  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  although  it  would  have  been,  if  offered  to  the  original  rsso- 
Miion. 

fljr.  Darlington,  of  Chester,  moved  to  postpone  the  further  coo* 
sideration  of  the  amendment,  together  with  tlic  resolution,  for  the 
pfssfBnt. 

Mr.  EIarlb,  of  Philadelphia,  said  he  had  heard  many  speeches  about 
the  useless  consumption  of  time ;  and  it  appears  that  gentlemen  who  had 
talked  so  much  about  the  odium  the  Convention  was  in,  wished  to  make 
it  still  more  olious,  hy  compelling  it  to  adjourn  without  any  decisire 
action  on  this  important  principle.  Motion  after  motion  was  made  here, 
by  the  minority,  to  pievent  any  decision  of  the  qucittion  before  the  ad> 
Joumment,  so  as  to  prevent  tli^t  question  from  being  submited  to  the 

nle.    The  question  nowi  is,  if  the  artifices  of  the  minority  sfauU  pat 
iwntind  prwvent  this  question  from  goiog  to  the  people.    To  test 

Ibt  HON  of  tbi  OoavtutioA  oa  thii  9^t4f  od  no  wouldt  if  at  oould  Ibxi 
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a  sufficient  number  of  gentlemen  to  sustain  him,  call  for  the  previous 
question. 

The  (M  was  sustained  by  the  following  gentlemen— Messrs.  GrbnelLv 
SHKLLrro,  Kennedy,  Ovxrfield,  Maoee,  Gamble,  Hayhurst,  Curll, 

MONTGOXKRY,     FoULKROD,     Ns VIN,     SmYTH,     GiLMORE,     ReAD,    RiTTER« 

Habiinos,  Darrah,  Bt)NHAM,  Clarkis,  of  Indiana,  and  Sellers. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered  on  ihe  question — "  Shall  the 
main  question  be  now  put?"  audit  it  was  decided  in  the  af&rmative — 
yeas,  58;  nays,  50. 

Mr.  M*Cauen  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion, and  the  question  was  taken  and  decided  in  the  affirmative :  yeas, 
70;  nays  30,  as  follows : 

TsAt— Mesfira.  Ayr»s,  Bnnks  Barclay,  Barnitz,  Bedford,  Bell,  Bonhntn,  Brown 
of  Ltocaeter,  Brown,  of  Northsmpton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphi  i,  But'er,  Cham  eri^ 
Clarke,  of  Beaver,  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Cltirke,  of  Indiana,  Cine,  Cticbmn.  Crain,  Cr^w^ 
ford.  Cummin,  Cunningham.  Curll,  Da-rab,  Dickey,  Diilinger,  Donnell.  Doran,  Dunlop, 
Eirie,  Farreily,  Fleming,  Forward.  Foulkrod,  Pry,  Fuler,  Gamble,  Gilmore,  GrenHl, 
Hastinccs,  Hiyharit,  H  IflTe.istein,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  High,  Houpt,  Hyde,  K  im, 
Kennedy,  Krelie,  Miclay,  M^igee,  M'Cahen,  M*Dowell,  Merrill,  Mt-rkel,  Miller, 
Montgomery,  Nevin,  Overfield,  Polock,  ParriAncc,  Read,  RittT,  Rogers,  Sao  er. 
Sailers  Seltsor,  Schee  s,  Shellita,  Sill,  Smyth,  Sterigere,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Taggart, 
W  aver,  White,  Wo jJward— 76. 

Nati — ^Menrs.  Baldwin,  Barndollar.  Biddle,  Caroy,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chan  Her, 
of  Philadelphia,  Cbaun-'ey.  Cupe,  Dirlington,  Disniiy,  Gearbart,  Harris,  Hiester, 
Hopkinrin,  Ingersoll,  Jenks,  Konigmachcr,  M*Sherry.  Mered  tb.  Penny p<icker.  Porter, 
of  Lancaster,  Relgarl,  Ruajell,  ^tt,  Serrill,  Stevens,  Thomas,  Todd,  Weidsun, 
Bsrgeant,  Preaideot— -30. 

Mr.  Fry  offered  the  following  resolutions: 

Hetohetlt  That  in  the  opinion  of  thi^  Convention,  the  Daily  Chronicle  and*  Con- 
▼enUan  Journal,  does  not  furni«b  that  lull  and  correct  information  to  the  people  to  war- 
rant such  g  eat  expense,  and  that  the  committee  of  accounts  be  diiected  to  make  final 
lettl  roent  fur  the  sums. 

Resatveit,  Th  it  the  services  of  tha  asst-itant  Secretaries,  Sergeant•at-Arm^  a^'stant 
Serge  mt*  It- Arms,  Door  keepnr,  assistant  Door-keeper,  and  Messengers,  be  dispensed 
with,  after  the  I4th  instant. 

llie  question  being  on  ordering  the  resolutions  to  be  read  a  second  time 
and  considered, 

Mr.  Inoer30ll  asked  fur  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  the  question  was  de- 
cided in  the  affir.native,  as  follows  : 

YcAt— Mo-isr^  Banks,  Barclay,  B  irndollar,  Bedford,  Bell,  Bonham,  Brown,  of  Nor 
tbimpton,  Bniwn,  of  Phil  klolphia.  )iu:lur,  Chimhcrs,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Clirke* 
of  Biaver.  Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  In  iiani,  Criin,  Crawford,  Cummin,  Curll, 
Dirrab,  Di'lin^er,  Donnfll.  Do  an,  Eirle,  FIcmi  ic,  PouikroJ.  F^ry,  Fuller,  Cejrhart» 
G  Imoro,  Grenell,  Harris,  H-xninqs,  H  lyhiirst,  Heliri!nst"in,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin* 
Hiestsr,  High,  Ho,>ki  i^oii,  Hou-a,  Hytle,  Ingersoll,  Jenks,  Keiin.  KHunely.  Konig- 
m icber,  Kretis,  Maclay,  Magee. M*Cahen, .Vic  kfll,  Miller,  Mont^^om-ry,  Nevin. OverfiflJ, 
Purviince,  Read,  Rittcr,  Ko^  rs,  Sa^'ger,  S/llcra,  Seltzer,  8c!icetz,  Shellito,  Sill.  Smyth, 
Sterig  -re.  Stickel,  Swetland,  Tag^art,  VVtaver,  White,  Woodward,  Young,  Sergeant, 
J*-enident — 74. 

NATS-^Messr^  Agnew,  Ayres,  Bildwin,  BiJdte,  Brown,  of  Lancnxter,  Chandler, 
of  Philadelphis,  Ch  luncey,  Clino,  Cochr.in,  Cope,  Cunningh:im,  D  :rlington.  Dennv, 
t)iokey,  Du.d)p,  Pirrelly.  Forwar.l,  Gamble,  Long,  M*D>wdll,  M'Sht^rry,  .Morediia, 
M«rrill.  PennyfMck(*r,  Pollack,  Portefi  of  Laocditor,  Ku«aeU,  ^ott.  Serrill,  Stt vent, 
ThomAi,  Todd,  W<^iamtm-«a3. 

Mff  M'Cahbn  wort  4  vo  ai99n4  tb9  wolatton  bjr  9(riMa|f  than  from  ill 
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after  the  word  «*  Resolved",  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  foUowiBg, 
viz :  '*That  the  committee  of  accounts  be  instructed  to  settle  with  tb 
editor  of  the  Daily  Chronicle,  and  cause  the  same  to  be  discontinaed. 

Mr.  Stevens  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  adtiing  the  foUowioi^, 
viz :  •»  after  ihe  cnmph'tion  of  the  present  volume".  He  said  that  thii 
would  be  no  more  than  strict  justice,  as  the  publisher  had  laid  in  the  asMkh 
rial«  for  the  present  volume. 

Mr.  M'Cahen  accepted  the  amendment  »s  a  modification. 

Mr.  Sterioere  suggested  that  it  should  he  discontinued  after  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  present  session  had  been  published,  and  he  moved  ao 
amendment  accordingly. 

Mr.  Sfkvens  expressed  a  hope  that  the  amendment  would  not  be  sdoptr 
ed  for  the  rea8:)n  thnt  the  publisher  had  a  large  stock  of  rnnterials  procmed 
for  this  work,  on  the  faith  of  a  contract  with  the  Convention,  and  tbattbey 
were  applicable  to  no  other  purpose. 

Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  hoped,  he  said,  that  his  friend  from  theconnty 
of  Phihidf  Iphia  would  sec  the  propriety  of  leaving  hus  propositioh  in  its 
orij^inal  form. 

Mr.  Chambkrs  saw  little  difiorence,  he  said,  between  the  original  pro- 
position and  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Montgoinery 
(Mr.  Sterioere,)  nnd  he  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  as  making  t 
proper  division  of  the  work.  In  regard  to  the  materials  on  hand,  the 
publisher  would  be  entitled  to  reasonable  indemnity.  The  paper,  be  said, 
had  been  conducted  with  great  fidelity,  and  dispatch  ;  but  it  had  answer- 
ed the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended,  and  could  now  be  dispensed 
with. 

Mr.  HxESTER  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  ^ntleman  firooi 
Montgomery.  If  we  went  on  till  we  met  again  tliere  w*ould  be  the  suae 
difficulty  as  now  in  getting  rid  of  the  work. 

Mr.  C'UMMivconcured  with  the  gcnileman  from  Franklin  that  tfaec^B- 
tract  ought  to  be  fulfilled,  or  reasonable  indemnity  allowed.  He  approved 
of  the  paper,  he  said  though  he  had,  at  first,  vofed  against  it. 

Mr.  Fry  accepted  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Philadelpkii 
as  a  modification  of  hi.s  resolution. 

Mr.  Sterioere  said  he  was  opposed  to  permitting  the  paper  to  go  on  at 
the  next  session. 

Mr.  Mo'(yAiiFN  accepted,  as  a  modification  of  his  proposition,  theso^ 
gestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery,  and  modified  his  amendtnent 
so  as  to  settle  for  the  paper  **  when  the  proceedings  of  the  Convention  to 
the  I4ih  instant,  inclusive,  should  be  published'\ 

Mr.  Stevens  hoped,  he  said,  it  would  be  so  modified  as  to  allow  the 
committee  on  accounts  to  pay  for  the  expenses  incured  in  the  purchase  of 
m  aerials  for  the  work,  and  he  moved  to  amend  by  adding  the  wordi 
'*  according  to  the  principles  of  equity  and  justice*\ 

Mr.  Dickey  said  he  had  heard  of  no  complaints  of  the  Daily  Chronicle 
among  the  people.  'I'he  complaints  came  from  the  members  of  the  Coa- 
vention,  who,  perhaps,  were  averse  to  seeing  a  faithful  account  of  their 
proceedings  there.  The  people  were  pleased  with  the  work,  and  it  aiTord- 
ed  them  an  opportunity  ^o  see  all  oi^r  proceedings.    They  had  not  adted 
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hb  to  discontinue  it,  and  why  should  we  deprive  theip  of  it.     He  should 
vote  against  the  proposition  and  ask  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  it. 

Mr.  Dariinoton  was  of  the  opinion,  thai  if  we  were  desirous  of  getting 
rid  of  the  Daily  Chronicle,  prudence  required  that  we  should  do  it  now. 
It  would  be  no  more  expense  to  the  publisher  to  discontinue  it  now  than  at 
the  .end  of  the  month.  We  shoul?!  compensate  him  equitably  and  fnirly. 
Mr.  M'Cahen  said  he  would  offer  no  opinion  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
Chronicle.  He  was  satisfied  with  it.  He  would  further  modify  his 
amendment  by  authorizinsf  the  committee  on  accounts  to  make  an  equita- 
ble and  final  settlement  with  the  editor  of  the  Daily  Chronicle,  and  to  dis- 
continue the  same  after  the  14th  instant. 

'  Mr.  Brown  wished  it  to  be  understood,  he  said,  that  there  should  be  no 
publication  after  we  leave.     He  had  nothing  to  complain  of  the  Chronicle. 
Mr.  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  refered  to  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  several 
questions  relative  to  the  Chronicle,  and  contended  that  it  was  not  introdu- 
ced by  the  democratic  party .- 

Mr.  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  said  that  the  Convention  had  launched 
cut  into  a  wide  field  of  discussion,  and  until  within  a  few  minutes  had  en- 
tirely lost  sight  of  that  which  concerned  them  most — their  own  honor. 
We  have  talked  about  the  rights  of  individuals,  and  our  own  rights,  and 
in  the  various  debates   on  this  subject,  Mr.   Guyer  has  been  arraigned 
before  us  until  we  have  given  him  an  importance  which  he  never  had  be- 
fore.    We  have  had  **  poor  Guyer"  over  and  over  again  ;  and  for  aught 
he  knew,  poor  Guyer  would  go  down  to  posterity  alongside  of  the  poor 
YoUicK  of  Sterne.     He,  however,    was  onlv  desirous  that  the  Conven- 
tion,  after  entering  into  a  solemn  contract,  should  carry  it  out.     Even  if 
it  was  but  an  implied  obligation  on  us,  we  ought  to  pay  the  individual  who 
had  been  at  so  great  an  expense.     If  a  private  individual  received  a  news- 
paper without  becoming  a  subscriber  for  it,  he  was  held  accountable  for 
the  amount  of  the  subscription.     Then,  even  if  there  was  no  contract  be- 
tween the  Editor  of  this  paper  and  the  Convention,  we  have  received  the 
Sapers  and  are  bound  to  pay  for  them.     There  may,  however,  be  some 
ere  who  would  be  unwilling  to  pny  this  sum  which  was  justly  due.     If 
tliere  was  a  majority  of  this  Convention  who  should  refuse  to  pay  it,  and 
he  were  Guyer,  and  this  a  corporate  body,  he  would  attack  it  befoie  a 
Magistrate,  if  he  could  ^nd  one  who  was  not  an  elective  Magistrate.  This 
would  be  but  carrying  into  effect  tlie  common  law,  and  it  would  be  but 
common  honesty  that  it  should  be  carried  into  effect.     He  must  enter  his 
solemn  protest  against  this  Convention  violating  any  contract  of  any  kind 
or  nature  whatever,  because  if  we  commence  the  violation  of  contracts,  we 
will  be  setting  an  example  shameful  to   ourselves,  and  shameful  to  the 
Convention. 

Mr.  Sterioere  did  not  consider  that  the  imputation  cast  upon  those 
who  voted  against  this  paper  very  fair.  He  had  voted  against  it  because 
our  debates  were  authorized  to  be  taken  down  by  stenographers  and  pub- 
lished, and  he  considered  it  unnecessary  to  have  two  publications  of  this 
kind.  He  thought  that  the  proper  time' for  discontmuing  tliis  paper  was 
at  the  end  of  the  present  session.  If  we  continue  it  foi  two  or  three  weeks 
into  the  next  session  when  the  time  comes  for  stopping,  we  may  be  in  the 
midst  of  an  interesting  discussion,  and  consequently  the  paper  would  be 
oootinutd.     He  was  opposed  to  the  Convention  subscribing  to  such  a  p)i*> 
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per,  no  matter  by  whom  it  was  published.  But  the  gentleman  from  Beir 
ver,  (Mr.  Dickev),  has  asserted  that  the  resolution  for  the  subscription  to 
ihi«  paper  was  introduced  by  a  Van  Buren  man.  This  he  wished  to  co^ 
rect,  liecause  the  individual  who  introduced  that  resolution  had  atowed 
himself,  on  this  Door,  to  be  a  Clay  man. 

Mr.  DicKBY  said,  as  the  gentleman  from  Montgomery  had  denied  thai 
this  proposition  was  intioduced  by  a  Van  Buren  man,  it  would  be  neecs- 
•ary  for  him  to  show  who  had  introduced  it.  If  gentlemen  would  tani 
to  page  84,  of  the  Journals,  they  would  find  that  the, resolution  was  iatio- 
dueed  by  Mr.  Porter,  of  Northampton. 

Mr.  Sterioere.     This  is  the  verv  gentleman  I  alluded  to. 

Mr.  Dickey.     Then  I  will  go  on  v^  prove  his  Van  Buren  ism. 

The  Chafr  said,  it  was  not  in  order  to  go  into  an  examination  of  the 
character  of  any  member  of  the  Convention. 

Mr.  Dickey  would  then  only  add,  that  this  same  gentleman  who  intn>" 
duced  the  resolution  alluded  to,  was  the  candidate  of  the  Van  Buren  psny 
for  President  of  this  Convention,  which  he  thought  was  sufficient  evidence 
to  satisfy  any  one  of  his  Van  lUirenism. 

Mr.  Inoersoll  asked  the  indulgence  of  the  Convention  for  a  short  tine, 
While  he  gave  the  reasons  which  governed  him  in  voting  alone,  on  yester> 
day,  against  the  resohui(m  authorizing  the  payment  of  the  editor  of  the 
Chronicle.  From  the  be^jrinning  his  opinirn  was,  that  we  had  no  n^ht  to 
subscribe  to  this  Chronicle,  and  he  should  endeavoi  to  show  whv  it  was, 
thHt  we  had  no  right  to  make  an  appropriation  of  money  to  pay  for  tlui 
subscription.  We  came  here  under  an  act  of  the  Legislature  of  Penniyl- 
vania,  and  every  man  here  knows,  that  it  has  been  an  agitating  question 
fiom  the  first  whether  we  were  bound  by  this  act  of  Assembly.  He  held, 
that  we  were  not  bound  by  it,  but  were  at  liberty  to  do  what  we  think  pro- 
per, except  that  we  have  no  power  over  the  resources  of  the  (yommon- 
weahh.  The  legislature  is  omnipotent  in  the  distribution  of  the  fun.ls  of 
the  people.  The  Legislature  had  declared  by  the  eleventh  section  of  the 
act  calling  this  Convention,  that  *'  the  delegates  to  said  Convention  shiQ 
be  entitled  to  the  same  pay  and  mileage  to  which  members  of  the  €reQeni 
Assembly  are  now  eniitleil,  which,  toirether  with  the  pay  of  a  competeot 
stenographer,  to  report  the  debates  of  the  said  Convention,  and  the  contin- 
gent expenses  of  the  Convention,  hhall  be  paid  by  the  State  Treasurer,  qo 
the  warrant  of  the  presiding  officer  of  the  Convention".  Now.  he  always 
had  entertained  strong  duuhts  whether  this  Convention  was  not  under  a 
contract  with  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  the  Legislature  rep- 
resenting that  people,  that  the  contingent  expenses  should  be  no  more  thta 
the  ordinary  contingent  expenses,  and  that  we  would  have  as  good  a  fight 
to  add  an  addition  to  our  pei  diem  allowance  to  be  paid  out  of  tlie  contin- 
gent expenses,  as  to  pay  for  the  publication  of  a  paper  of  this  kind,  out  of 
our  contingent  expenses.  He  had  acted  upon  this  principle  from  the  6rtt, 
and  he  had  alwayi^  doubted  the  power  r{  the  Convention  to  launeh  oit 
into  these  extravagant  expenditures.  He  had  nothing  further  to  say  of  the 
Chronicle  than  this,  that  if  we  had  induced  the  editor  to  incur  any  esp^ 
diture^-for  we  had  certainly  entered  into  no  contmct  with  him— let  us  le- 
munerate  him  for  that  expenditure,  and  if  the  act  of  Assembly  did  not  at* 
thorize  us  to  pay  it  out  of  the  contingent  expenses  of  the  body,  as  he  ooa- 
tended  it  did  not,  he  was  willing  to  contribute  a  proportion  of  it  cNit  ef  hit 
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oteii  pocket.  But  gentlemen  have  argued  that  there  is  a  solemn  contract 
between  the  Convention  and  the  editor  of  this  paper,  and  that  it  is  a 
shameful  thing  to  think  of  breaking  that  contract.  Now,  he  would  ask 
the  gentleman  from  the  city,  (Mr.  Chandler)  whether,  if  he  took  that  gen* 
tleman*s  newspaper,  and  he  found  in  it  things  which  would  be  improper 
to  introduce  into  his  parlor,  matter  which  his  family  ought  not  to  read, 
whether  he  would  be  bound  to  continue  it  to  the  end  of  time,  because  there 
existed  a  contract,  or  an  implied  contract?  He  had  always  understood 
that  where  there  were  two  parlies  to  a  contract,  one  of  the  contracting 
parties  was  paid  only  on  condition  of  his  fu [filing  his  engagements  with 
the  other  contracting  party.  'J'he  report  which  we  have  had  from  the 
committee  appointed  on  this  subject — which  he  had  heard  read  with  a 
great  deal  of  sui  prise,  as  it  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  a  report  countenan- 
cing the  laying  a  heavy  tax  on  the  people — recognizes  tliis  doctrine.  It 
says,  that  **  should  the  reporters  for  this  paper,  and  the  editor,  prostitute  it 
to  parly  purposes,  or  make  it  the  vehicle  for  partial  representations  of 
the  doings  of  this  body  it  would  be  our  right  and  duly  at  once  to  discon- 
tinue it;  for  it  was  only  taken  on  the  express  condition  that  equal, 
and  exact  justice  should  be  done  to  the  views  of  all  the  members".  There- 
fore, this  very  report  holds  the  doctrine  that  if  there  is  any  thing  inserted 
in  this  paper  which  may  be  considered  improper,  it  would  not  only  be  the 
right,  but  the  duty  of  the  Convention  to  discontinue  it  at  once.  He  (Mr» 
I.)  never  intended  to  put  an  end  to  this  contract,  as  it  has  been  called,  with- 
out full  compensation.  He  had  made  some  inquiry  in  relation  to  this  mat^ 
ter,  and  he  had  been  informed  that  the  pay  was  liberal,  and  more  thanlibe* 
ral,  so  that  by  discontinuing  at  the  end  of  the  present  session,  the  editor 
of  the  paper  will  have  made  a  very  fair  sum  on  the  publication.  He  was 
not  disposed  to  do  any  injury  to  the  editor  of  this  paper.  He  would  treat 
him  not  only  as  Hamlet  says,  according  to  his  deserts,  but  better  than  his 
deserts.  This  reportitself,  however,  which  argues  so  logjically  against  the 
bteaking  of  contracts,  proposes  to  cut  off  the  Assistant  Secretaries,  Door- 
keepers, &c.  after  the  14th  instant.  He  would  ask  these  gentlemen  who 
stand  so  much  upon  vested  rights,  why  it  was  that  those  Assistant  Secreta- 
ries, Door-keepers,  and  boys  were  to  he  cutoff?  If  their  doctrines  were 
to  prevail,  these  officers  should  be  retained.  But  he  (Mr.  I.)  went  further 
than  this,  and  he  would  tell  the  gentleman  from  the  city  that  a  public  con- 
tract was  at  all  times  to  be  put  arvend  to,  by  paying  the  other  party  a  fair 
compensation  He  had  deemed  it  proper  to  make  these  remarks  in  expla- 
nation of  the  vote  he  gave  yesterday.  He  believed  it  was  improper  for 
the  Convention  to  indulge  in  these  idle  expenses  out  of  the  public  fundaf, 
because  they  were  under  a  contract  with  the  Legislature  and  the  people 
not  to  expend  more  than  the  ordinary  contingent  expenses  of  the  Legisla- 
tative  body.  All  these  extra  expenses  should  be  paid  out  of  our  own  pri- 
vate means. 

Mr,  Stevens  said,  some  gentlemen  had  urged  that  we  ought  to  discon- 
tinue this  paper,  because  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  editor.  Now,  as  to 
chat,  the  editor  was  of  age,  and  was  a  party  to  the  contract,  and  he  ought 
to  have  the  right  to  speak  for  himself.  He  had  nothing  to  say  to  those 
^ho  think  they  are  at  liberty  to  violate  contracts ;  but  to  those  who  believe 
that  contracts  ought  to  be  regarded  as  sacred,  he  would  ask  if  it  was  for 
them  to  say,  that  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Gutbr,  that  this  contract 
▼OL.  in.  u4 
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shcmld  be  violu^ed  T  Or  wan  this  Convention  to  say,  we  will  violate  tbit 
contract,  becauK*  you  cannot  sue  us  ?  Tbis  was  one  of  the  stroncrest  rei- 
•ons  why  we  should  fulfil  our  engagements.  The  editor  of  the  paper 
had  purchased  materials  for  the  completion  of  the  present  volume,  which 
will  be  of  no  use  to  him,  if  it  is  discontinued  now :  and  all  he  asks,  is 
that  it  maybe  continued  until  he  v/orks  up  this  material.  He  agreed  whb 
the  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  that  the  honor  of  the  body  was  coih 
cemed  in  it,  and  he  should  feel,  if  he  voted  to  rescind  the  contract,  every 
time  he  thought  of  it,  that  he  had  done  a  mean  and  low  act. 

Mr.  Banks  was  as  desirous  as  the  gentleman  from  Adams,  or  any  other 
gentleman,  to  do  what  Wiss  just  and  right,  and  he  had  ns  little  inclination  la 
violate  contracts  2a  any  j^entleinan ;  but  when  the  contract  is  fulfilled,  and 
the  bond  is  offered  to  be  liquidated,  he  did  not  understand  that  we  coald 
be  longer  held  accountible.  When  it  has  been  ascertained  that  the  Chro- 
nicle cannot  disseminate  a  full  and  complete  view  of  all  Uie  sayings  and 
doings  here  ;  and  when  it  lias  been  paid  for  the  whole  time  it  was  intici- 
pated  that  the  Conveution  would  continue  in  session,  he  could  not  see 
what  harm  would  be  done  to  any  one  by  discontinuing  it.  When  there- 
solution,  authorizing  the  publioatron  of  this  paper,  was  passed,  no  one 
anticipated  that  the  business  of  the  Convention  would  keep  the  body  in 
session  longer  than  eii^ht  or  ten  weeks.  Now,  that  the  editor  has  had  all 
the  advantage  of  a  ten  or  eleven  weeks'  session,  he  thought  we  might  say 
we  had  continued  the  paper  long  enough,  and  might  discontinue  it  without 
any  cause  of  complaint.  He  was  in  favor  of  discontinuing  this  paper  at  the 
end  of  the  present  session,  because  if  we  take  it  two  weeks  into  the  next  ses- 
sion, this  matter  of  violation  of  contract,  and  all  that  sort  of  tiling,  will  be 
again  brought  up,  and  eflbrts  will  be  made  to  continue  it.  He  would  com* 
pensate  the  editor  fully  for  the  publication  of  the  proceedings  of  the  (*onvpn- 
tion,  up  to  the  end  of  the  present  session,  but  further  than  that  he  could 
not  go. 

Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  said,  that  as  the  hour  of  adjournment  drew 
nigh,  they  were  the  more  admonished  to  be  brief.  The  question,  then, 
for  the  consideration  and  derision  of  the  Convention,  was,  whether  we 
should  discontinue  the  subscriptions  to  the  Daily  Chronicle,  or  whether  i: 
might  be  continued  during  the  sittings  of  the  body.  He  would  ask,  t:i- 
king  all  the  circumstances  into  consideration — that  of  the  character  of  the 
paper — the  pretended  reports  of  our  debates,  &c.  whether  gentlemen 
were  willing  to  take  this  paper  longer,  merely  to  flatter  the  vanity  of  mem* 
(era,  who  might  be  at  the  trouble  of  writing  out  their  speeches?  He 
said  it  in  no  unkind  spirit. 

Mr.  B.  then  proceeded  to  say,  that  the  character  of  the  debates  was 
not  such  as  he  had  been  led  to  expect,  and  under  every  aspect  of  the  ease, 
he  could  not  but  trust,  that  the  proposition  would  be  negatived. 

Mr.  DuNLOP,  of  Franklin,  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  more  money  had 
been  spent  in  discussions  relative  to  this  matter,  than  would  have  settled 
the  whole  amount  claimed.  Mr.  Guyer  had  all  his  materials  by  hiiDt 
and  if  he  were  now  compelled  to  dispose  of  them,  it  must  be  evident 
that  he  would  sustain  a  considerable  loss. 

Mr.  D.  next  refered  to  the  report  of  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  o( 
showing,  that  the  committee  appointed  on  the  subject,  did  consider  it  to  bt 
a  contiact     He  entertained  the  opinion,  that  tlie  gentlemm  from  Indi 
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^ould  have  no  scape-goat  to  bear  off  the  blunders  of  himself  and  his 
friends,  if  this  paper  were  to  be  now  discontinued. 

Mr.  Dickey,  of  Beaver,  was  much  obliged  to  the  gentleman  from  Mif« 
din,  (Mr.  Banks)  for  his  remarks,  so  far  as  they  were  applicable  to  him, 
(Mr.  D.)  He  then  read  from  the  prospectus  of  the  Daily  Chronicle,  in 
order  to  show  that  Mr.  Guyer  did  not  agree  to  publish  the  speeches  at 
length,  but,  merely  sketches  of  the  debates,  and  consequently,  had  faith- 
fully fulfilled  his  contract.  Gentlemen  could  not  expect,  that  the  speeches 
would  be  published  at  such  great  length,  in  the  Chronicle,  as  they  would 
be  reported  for  the  Convention,  by  those  who  were  engaged  for  that  pur- 
pose. Ue  concluded  from  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Mif- 
flin, that  that  gentleman  wished  to  get  rid  of  the  sayings  and  doings  of  the 
Convention,  because  they  were  not  exactly  suited  to  his  taste,  and  he  did 
not  wish  that  the  people  should  know  what  we  had  said  and  done.  This, 
however,  was  .what  he  (Mr.  D.)  wished  that  they  should  be  informed  of. 
A  gentleman  from  the  county  of  Chester,  (Mr.  Bell)  had  complained 
of  the  reports  which  appeared  in  the  Daily  Chronicle— «that  he  had  not 
l>een  done  justice  to,  &c.  Why,  that  genUeman  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  writing  out  his  remarks,  if  he  had  chosen  to  take  the  trouble,  as  others 
had  done.  Mr.  D.  maintained,  that  this  paper  contained  an  honest 
•chronicle  of  the  proceedings,  and  remarked  that  if  it  was  dispensed  with, 
the  proceedings  of  the  Convention  would  be  perverted  by  the  party 
presses.  Well  had  it  been  observed,  by  a  gentleman,  that  it  would  cost 
the  people  not  more  than  two-tenths  of  one  miU,  for  each  taxable  of  the 
State. 

Mr.  Bell,  of  Chester,  briefly  replied,  and  contended  that  Mr.  GuteRv 
according  to  the  prospectus  which  he  had  issued,  had  promised  to  do  more 
than  he  had,  as  yet,  fulfilled.  Even  if  he  (Mr.  B.]  were  to  take  the 
trouble  to  write  out  his  speeches,  such  was  his  hana-writiug,  that  few 
would  be  able,  if  any,  to  read  it ;  and  if  the  steiographer  could  not  take 
down  what  he  had  to  say,  it  would  be  lost  to  posterity. 

Mr.  Dickey,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Ykab. — Messrs.  Agnew,  Ayres,  Baldwin,  Barclay,  Bamitz,  Biddle,  Brown,  of  Lid* 
caiter,  Carey,  Chandler,  of  Chester,  Chandler,  of  Philaddphia,  Chauncey,  Claik,  of 
Dauphin,  Cline,  Cochran,  Cope,  Cummin,  Cannmgham,  Benny,  Dickey,  Doran,  Don- 
lop,  Harris,  Henderson,  of  Dauphin,  Hopkinson,  Konigmacher,  Long,  Maclay,  M'- 
Dowell,  M'Sherry,  Merrill,  Pollock,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Keigart,  Roasell,  Scott,  Serrill, 
Stevens,  Weidman,  Yoong,  Sergeant,  Prendent — 40. 

Nats« — Messrs.  Banks,  Barndollar,  Bedford,  Bell,  Bonham,  Brown,  ot  Northampton* 
Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  Butler,  Chambers,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Crain,  Crawford,  Cmm, 
Curll,  Darlington,  Darrah,  Donnell,  Earle,  Fleming,  Foulkrod,  Fry,  Fuller,  Gamble, 
Gearhart,  Gilmore,  Grenell,  Hastings,  Hayhurst,  Helfienstein,  Hiester,  High,  HoupC, 
Hyde,  Ingersoll,  Jenks,  Keim,  Krebs,  Magee,  M'Cahen,  Meikel,  Miller,  Montgomery, 
Overfield,  Pennypacker,  Read,  Ritter,  Rogers,  Saeger,  Sellers,  Seltzer,  Scheetx,  ShelUto, 
Smyth,  Sterigere,  Stickel,  Swetland,  Taggart,  Thomas,  Weaver,  White,  Woodward— 61. 

Mr.  Fmr  proceeded  to  give  an  account  of  the  conduct  oi  the  committee, 
when  he  was  called  to  order  by  Mr.  Stevens,  of  Adams. 

The  President,  also  apprised  the  gentleman  that  he  was  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Fry  sent  a  modification  to  the  Chair,  and  after  a  suggestion  or  two 
from  Mr.  M'Cahen, 

The  resolution  was  modified  hy  adding  to  the  end  thereof,  the  words, 
^  upon  principles  of  tq^aiXy  and  justice/' 
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The  qaestioD  recuring  on  the  resolution  as  amended,  Mr.  Cukll  aske^ 

for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

And  the  question  being  taken,  the  resolution,  ks  amended,  was  agreed 
to. 

TxAS. — ^Menors.  Baldwin,  Bankv,  Barclay,  BaradoUar,  Barnitx,  Bedford,  Boll,  Bid- 
die,  Bimham,  Brown,  of  Northampton,  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  BuUi  r,  Carey,  Cham* 
ben,  Chandler,  of  Cheater,  Chandler,  of  Philadelphia,  Chauncpy,  Clarke,  cf  Beafcr, 
Clark,  of  Dauphin,  Clarke,  of  Indiana,  Cline,  Cochran,  Cope,  Crain,  Crawford,  Crum. 
Cnmmin,  Cunningham,  Curll,  Dnrrah,  Denny,  Donnell,  Doran,  Danlop,  EaHe,  Fieoiing. 
Fonlkrod,  Fty,  Fuller,  Gamble,  Gearhart,  Giiroore,  Grenetl,  Harria,  Hastingn.  HayhurM, 
Helfienstein,  Henderaon,  of  Dauphin,  Hifater,  High,  Hopkinaon,  Houpt,  Hyde,  logrr- 
aoU,  Jenka,  Keim,  Konigmacher,  Kreba,  Long,  Magec,  M*Caheo,  M'Dowell,  M*SaaiT, 
Mcikel,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Overfield,  Pennypacker,  Porter,  of  Lancaster,  Reigart. 
Read,  Kilter,  Rogera,  Kusaell,  Saeger,  Soott,  Sellers,  Seltxer,  Serrill.  Scheetz,  Shdiito, 
Smyth,  Sterigere,  Stickel,  8wetland,  Toggart,  Thomaa,  Todd,  Weaver,  Wcitlmaa, 
White,  Woodward— 92. 

Nats. — Measra.  Agnew,  Ayrea,  Brown,  of  Lancaater,  Darlingtou,  Dickey,  Maday, 
Merrill,  Pollock,  Stevena,  Sergeaat,  Fretident — 10. 

The  question  then  recured  on  agreeing  to  the  second  resolution,  relatiTe 
to  the  Door-keepers,  ivhen 

Mr.  Darlington  moved  to  amend  it,  by  striking  oot  the  words,  *'as- 
fistant  Door-keepers.'* 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Ikoersoll,  the  further  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion, was  postponeed  indefinitely. 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Philadelphia,  offered  a  resolution,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  provide  that  the  postages  on  all  letters  and  documents  sent  to,  or 
received  from,  members  of  the  Convention,  by  the  Stenographer,  during 
the  recess,  should  be  defrayed  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Woodward,  of  Luzerne,  expressed  himself  altogether  opposed  to 
it. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DicKEy,  the  resolution  was  postponed  indefinitely. 

Mr.  Jenks,  moved  that  when  the  Convention  adjourn,  it  adjourn  to 
meet  again  at  four  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  Inoersoll  moved  to  amend,  by  strikmg  oot  the  words  *'  to-mor* 
low  morning",  and  inserting  ''this  afternoon". 

The  question  being  taken  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment,  it  was  adopted^ 
and  the  resolution,  as  amended,  was  negatived. 

The  Convention  then  adjourned. 


THtJRSDAY  AFTERNOON— 4  o'clock. 

Mr.  CoPB,  from  the  committee  on  accounts,  reported  resolutions  in  ref- 
erence to  the  expenditures  of  the  Secretaries,  ^.,  which  were  agreed  to. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Convention,  a  communication  from  Sax- 
VWL  A.  GiLMORE,  resigning  his  situation  as  one  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Convention,  wiiich  was  laid  on  the  table ;  and 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Woodward, 

Mt—totd,  That  the  thinka  of  this  Convention  are  dna,  to  Sajivxb  km  fingfii^ 
■ijL,  ftr  his  prompt  and  abia  diacharga  of  tba  datiea  of  Saentaty. 

Tbo  leeoliitioii  wae  read  twice*  and  ananimondy  adopted* 
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Mr.  Sterioere  asked  leave  to  introduce  a  resolution  to  rescind  the 
order  relative  to  the  deposite  of  the  volumes  of  the  debates,  in  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  but  leave  was  refused. 

Mr.  HiESTER  moved,  that  when  this  Convention  adjourn,  it  adjourn  to 
meet  at  five  o'clock  to-morrow  morning ;  when 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sterioere, 

The  Convention  adjourned. 


FRIDAY— July  14,  1887, 

Mr.  Sterioere  asked  leave  to  ofiTer  a  resolution,  but 
Mr.  Read  objecting,  that  no  quorum  was  present. 
The  President  proceeded  to  count  the  delegates  present,  when,  it  ap- 
pearing that  only  sixty-one  members  were  present. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Meredith, 
The  Convention  adjourned  till  Tuesday,  the  I7th  diy  of  October  next* 


ERBATA  TO  VOLUME  IH. 

Ptge  100,  0th  line  from  bottom,  for  **  Chair''  read  "  Preeident'\ 
176,  11th  line,  for «'  wished"  retd  ••  moved". 
880,  7th  line  ftom  bottom,  for  "  Crawford"  read  ••  Fayette* 
544,  7th  line  from  bottom,  for  «<  Chair"  read  **  President" 
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On  resolution  to  dispense  with  offi- 
cers,     742,743 

Motion  by,  to  amend  6th  article,      -        -      750 
Remarks  of,  on  same  motion,        •        -        750 

Minority  report,  made  by,         -        -        -   761 

Resolution  offered  by,  781,  modi- 
fied by,      787 

Fuller,  Mr.   (of  Fayette,) — Remarks  of,  on  3d  article, 

57,  64,  85,  86,  153,  154, 171 

Motion  by,  to  postpone  reso- 
lution concerning  adjourn- 
ment, 98,  withdrawn,  -        -        101 

Remarks  of,  on    motion  to 

postpone,       -        -        -        -         98 

Motion  by,  to  go  into  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  on  6lh 
article,         .        .        -        -         178 

Remarks    of,  on  the  Daily 

Chronicle,        -        -        -        -    371 

On  6th  article,  389,  890, 
559,    660,     620,    621, 

635,  636,  672,  751,752 

On  previous  question,        -        409,  410 
On  resolution  concerning 
adjournment,  528,  536, 

547.  670,  680,  681 

Motion  by,  to  amend  6lh 

article,  -        -  634,  635,  636 

Resolution  by,  concerning 
judicial  tenure,        -        -        -      701 

Kcmarksof,  on  motion  to 
rc-consider  5th  section 
of  6th  article,        -        -        .747 

On   resolution  concerning 

judicial  tenure,        -        -        -      745 

GiLMORE,  Mr.  S.  A* — Letter  from,   resigning  situation  as 

Secretary,    ------    788 

Grenell,  Mr.  (of  Wayne,) — Motion  by,  to  re-consider 

resolution  concerning  ad- 
journment,   -        -        -        -        044 
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HarrisbvrOi— Commnnication  from  commissioners  of,         -      759, 757 

Hastings,  Mr.  (of  Jefferson,) — Remarks  of,   on     appeal 

from  decision  of  cliair,      -        -    *9 
On  ihe  3(1  article,  -  -         159 

Motion  by,  to  amend  6t!i 

article,'        -         •         550,  551,  643 
Hayhvr3T,  Mr.  (of  Columbia,)— Motion  by,  to  amend  .3d 

article,         -         -         .  92.  128 

Remarks  of,  on  same,  -        9*2,  94 

On  6th  article,    -         -      375,  376, 553 

Motion  by,  to  postpone 

subjectof  judicial  tenure,         -       73S 

HoLBROOK,  Mr.-^Resolution  to  grant  use  of  hall  to,        -         .        -     5 

HiESTER,  Mr.  (ot  Lancaster,)— Remarks  of,   on  resolution 

concerning  adjournment, 

95,  96,  547,  548,  650,  651 
Motion  by,  to  amend  reso- 
lution concerning  adjourn- 
ment,        -        -         97,  108,  526, 548 
Remarks  of,  on  same   102, 

103,  108,  677,   678,  679,680 
On  3d  article,       138,  139,  143.  150,  170 
On    motion    to    discharge 
committee  of  whole  from 
3d  article,        •        -         -        -       148 
Motion  by,  to  fill  blank  in 

3d  article,,  ...         .  160 

To  amend  3d  article,  170*  176  177 

Remarks  of,  on  6th  article,  190,  191 

On  the  Daily  Chronicle,  -  -  370 
Previous  question  called  by,  -  374,  550 
Resolution  to  change  rules 

offered  by,  -  •  -  -  402 
Remarks  of,  on  judicial  tenure,  -  725 
On   resolution  to  dispense 

with  ofllcers,         -         -         .  743 

On  resohuion  to  lessen  ex- 
penses,     -----    782 
Motion  by,to  meet  at  5  A.M.      •     •     789 

HoPKiNSON,  Mr.  (of  Philadelphia,) — Remarks  of,  on  3d 

article,        ...    62, 131 
Remarks  of,  on  re- 
solution concern- 
ing adjournment, 
99,     100,     540, 

541,   670,   676,  678 
On  6ih  article,         -  ]  90,  642 

On  the  Daily  Chron- 
icle,     -        -         -         -      373 
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HoPKiHiON,    Mr.  (of  Philadelphia,)-— On   previous  ques- 
tion,   -        -        -        .       407 
On  Pittsburg  memo- 
rial,       ....    608 
On  judicial  tenure, 

704,  705, 737,  738 


Ikgersoll,  Mr.  (of  Philadelphia,^ —Remarks  of,  on  6th 

article,      628,  629,  630,  631,  632 

Memorial  presented  by,        -        676 

Remarks  of,  concern- 
ing adjournment,      -        676, 677 

On  Pittshiirg  memorial 

683,684,687,688,696 

On  resolution  to  lessen 
expenses^      ...         784 

Motion  by^to  postpone 
resolution  concerning 

officers^    ....        788 

^p  -^end  resolution 
concerning  adjourn- 
ment,       ....     788 

J. 

Jinks,  Mr.  (of  Bucks,)— Resolution  to  grant  use  of  hall 

to  Mr.  Holbrook,     -        -  -        .    -    5 
Remarks  of,  on  resolution  con- 
cerning adjournment,  99,  110,  529,  530,  680 
On  the  absence  of  members,  -        -     441 
Motion  by,  to  meet  at  4  A.  M.  -        •        788 
Justices  of  the  peace,— List  of,         -        -        -        •  441  to  492 


Kbim,  Mr.  (of  Berks,)— Remarks  of,  on  report  concerning 

place  of  meeting,        -        •        -        776, 776 
Kerr,  Mr.  (of  Washington,) — Remarks  of,  on  resolution 

concerning    adjournment 
96,97,  529,   561,   647, 

648,  676,  677,  678,  679 
On    motion    to    discharge 
committee  of  whole  from 
3d  article,         ....       146 
On  the  6th  article,        •        -        -      434 
Motion  by,  to  amend  tlie 
resolution  concerning  ad- 
journment,       ....       530 
Remarks  of,  as  to  place 
of  meeting,     -        -        764^  765, 773 


804  INDEX. 

KoNioMACHER,  Mr.  (of  Lancaster,) — Motion  by,  to  amend 

6th  article,       -         -         •        32S 

To  amend  resolution 
concerning  adjourn- 
ment,     ...         -        544 

Remarks    of,  ou  0th 

article,        -         -      569,570,571 

Motion  by,  to  postpone 
subject  of  judicial 
tenure,    -        -         -         -       723 

To  amend  new  section 
submitted  by  Mr. 
Read,     -         -        .        .      75^ 

To  amend  resolution 
concerning  justices 
of  peace,    -        -         -        -    779 


Lotteries, — Memorials  concerning,       -       -       -        -        5,  57, 177 

Iff. 

Magee,  Mr.  (of  Perry,) — Memorial  presented  by,        -         -        95,  369 
Mann,  Mr.  (of  Montgomery,) — Resolution  by,  95,  modi- 
fication of,  bv,     -         -        -      IW 
Remarks  of,  on  resolution 
concerning       adjoum- 
menl,     -        -        -         -      98,  101 
Motion  by,  to  amend  3d 

article,     -         -        -         -         135 

Remarks  of,  on  3d  article,  142.  143 

On  6ih  article,    -         -  -  376 

Previous  question  called  by,     410,  527 

Martin,  Mr.  (of  Pliiladelpliia,) — Remarks    (if,  on    appeal 

from  decision  of  chair,         -     21,  22 
Motion   by,  to  amend  3d 

article,'  -  30, 82,  176 

Remarks  of,  on  dd  article, 
32, 82,  83,  84,  85,  86, 

87,  158, 159,  176 

On  resolution  concern- 
ing adjournment, 

110,  648,  667,  668,  674 
Resolution  offered  by,        -         177. 

Motion  by,  to  take  up 
resolution  concern- 
ing adjournment,  374 
withdrawn  by,        -         .  374 

Motion  by,  to  call  up 
same  resolution,         -         .       402 
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Martin,  Mr.   (of  Philadelphia) — Previoas  question    de-  . 

manded  by,    ...        666 
Remarks  of,  on  Pitts- 
burg memorial,       -         -         686 
Meredith,  Mr.  (of  Philadelphia, — ^Remarks  of,   on    dd 

article,    121,    122, 

159,  163,  164,  168, 171 
Memorial  presented  by,  •     177 

Resolution  submitted 

by,        .        -        -        -        177 
Order  of  the  day  call- 
ed for  by,      -        -        -         178 
Remarks  of,    on  6th 

article,    181,   182,  * 

188, 198, 199, 495, 
496,  497, 498, 499, 
515,513,514,515, 
573, 574,  575, 576, 

577, 578,  587, 588,  608 
On  question  of  order,  -    209 

Motion  by  9  to  take  up 
resolution  concern- 
ing previous  ques- 
tion,      -  -      374,  375, 403 
Remarks  of,  on  tlie 

same  resolution,    404,  405,  406 
Motion  by,  to  amend 

6th  article,      •    -  496,  576 

Remarks  of,  on  re- 
1^  solution   concern- 
ing  adjournment, 

565,  666,  650, 677,  678,  679 
Motion  by,  to  post- 
pone   subject    of 
adjournment,     -        -      •     677 
To  adjourn  till  17th 
October,      ...        799 
MsRRlLLf  Mrt  (of  Union,)— Remarks  of,    on    3d  article 

62,  63,  134,  135 
On  resolution  concerning 

adjoiirnment,         101, 106,  112,  637 
Motion  by,  to  amend  3d 

article,        -        -        -        -      134, 
Remarks ;  of,  on  motion 
to  discharge  committee 
of  whole  from  3d  arti- 
cle,         148 

On  6th  article,  182,  184, 
195,  196,  393,  394, 
436,   5J1,   576,    577, 

603,604,605,631,675 
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Merrill,  Mr.  (of  Union) — On  the  Daily  Chronicle,  -         370 

Resolution  offered  by,  as 
to  re-assembling  of  the 
Convention,        -         -         -       682 
Remarks  of,   on  judicial 

tenure,         -        717, 718, 719, 720 

On  motion  to  reHu>n8ider 

5th  section  of  6th  article      •     -      747 

MsRKSL,  Mr.  (of  Cumberland, ^Memorials  presented  by,    -         95, 521 

M'Call,  Mr.  (of  Washington,) — Memorials  presented  by,      -     522,  567 

Remarks  of,    on  resolu- 
tion   concerning    ad- 
journment,    -    -         -         -        549 
Maolay,  Mr.  (of  Mifflin,) — Memorial  presented  by,         -         -      77,  91 
M'DowELLt  Mr.  (of  Bucks,)— Remarks  of,  on  the  3d   ar- 
ticle,       .        -        -         119,120,131 
On    resolution    concerning 

adjournment,     -        -      527,  538, 549 
Washington's  Farewell  Ad- 
dress read  by,        -         •         -        567 
Remarks  of,  on  6th  article, 

597  to  602,  606,  634 
On  resolution  to  dispense 
with  officers,  -        -         743,  744,  745 
MoRTGOXERT,  Mr.  (of  Merccr,) — Resolution  submitted  by,  •        145 

Memorial  presented  by,     -        -    757 

Monopolies, — Memorial  against, 561 

M'Cahen,  Mr.  (of  PhLladelphia)-*Remarks  of,  on  3d  arti- 
cle, 30y  31,  52,  53, 
67,  68,  87,  88,  136,  144,  150,  156 
Memorial  presented  by,  -        95 

Remarks  of,  relating  to 

adjournment,      -         -         646, 547 
On  Pittsburg  memorial,  -        790 

On  judicial  tenure,  -         724,  T25 

Motion  by,  to  amend  re- 
solution to  lessen  ex- 
penses,    -        -        -         •        7S2 
Remarks  of,    on  same 
subject     ....        783 
M'Sherrt,  Mr.  (of  Adams)— Remarks  of,  on  resolution 

concerning  adjournment,      -         97,  196 
On  6th  article,     ...         G3d,  639 

O. 

Order — Decisions  of  Chair  upon,  in  committee  of  tlie 
whole,  20,30,69,  71,  75,76,  81,  87,  149, 
162,  167,  171,  172,  178,   207,  494,  517,  520, 

568,  609,  621,  639 
Proceedings  concerning  questions  of,  20  to  29, 

64,  76,  85,  86,  162,  207,  208,  209,  210,  211 
Decision  of  President  concerning,    -        95,  98,  100,  143,  144 
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OvERFiBi^D,  Mr.  (of  Monroe) — Resolution  offered  by,  in  re* 

Terence  to  adjournment,  526, 
modified  by,       ....      549 


Pennypacker,  Mr.  (of  Chester)— Memorial  presented  by,  -        561 

Philadelphia — Communication  from  city  council  of,        •        755,  756 

President — The  memorial  presented  by, 5 

Decision  of,  on  point  of  order,  -        •        05,  08,  100,  547 
In  reference  to  the  operation  of  the  previous 
question,         .....         .        .        528 

PuRviANCE,  Mr.  (of  Butler) — Remarks  of,  on  the  3d  article        •         142 

On  6th  article,  192,  193,  577, 

589,  590,  591.  592. 
On  the  Daily  Chronicle,  -        -        372 

Resolution  offered  by,    -        -        -        493 
Division  ofqucstion  demanded  by     -        552 
Motion  by,  to  amend  6th  article,        555,  609 
Remarks  of,  on  amendment  of 

Constitution,     ....        566 

On  judicial  tenure,  -        -        735,  736,  737 
F0RTER9  Mr.  (of  Northampton) — Remarks  of,  on  3d  article, 

33,  34,  38,  39,  40,  47, 
48,  49,  50,  51,  52,  64, 
65,69,124,  125,   133, 

137,  138,  149,  160,  163 
Motion  by,  to  amend  reso- 
lution   concerning    ad- 
journment,     •        -        •        95,  106 
Remarks  of,  on  resolution 
concerning  adjournment, 
98, 103,  107,  108,  542, 
543,545,  646, 649, 657,  658,  659, 660 
Motion  by,  to  fill  blank  in 

3d  article,     -        •         -        -         135 
Motion  by,  that  committee 

rise  ..--.-     145 
Remarks    of,  on    motion 
that  committee  of  whole   • 
be  discharged  from  3d 
article,  -        -        -         147,  148 

Motion   by,  to  amend  3d 
article,  -        -        -         -         149 

Remarks  of,  on  6th  article 
196,197,198,397,898, 
399,  415,  416,  435, 
517,    552,    553,    554, 

588,  611,  612,  624,625,627 
On  question  of  order,  -  -  210 
On  the  Daily  Chronicle,  -  -  370 
On  the  previous  question,  407,  408 
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PoRTERf  Mr  (of  Nortliampton) — Amendments  to    the  Con 

stitution,  offered  by,    -         521  to  525 
Motion  by,  to  amend  6tli 
!  article,    -     -        -         •         -        552 

,  Motion    by,    to    consider 

amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution, ...  5g[ 
',                                                                          Remarks  of,  on  same,  562,  5C3,  564, 566 
^                                                                         Resolution  by,  to  commie 
>                                                                            same,  562,  withdrawn  by,                  567 
I                                                                         Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence read  by,        -         -         -        567 
Motion  by,  to  take  up  leso- 
['                                                                           lulion    concerning-    ad- 
i                                                                           jouinment,     -        •         -         -      C45 

Remarks  of,  on  Pittsburg 

memorial,      -         -         604, 695, 696 
On   judicial   tenure,  703, 

720,  721,722,723 
Motion  by,  to  amend  Mr. 
Fuller's  resolution  con- 
cerning judicial  tenure, 
702 ;  withdrawn  by,      -         .        728 
Report  by,  on  expenses  of 

ConvenUon,  -         759,  760, 761 

!  Remarks  of,  as  to  place  of 

meeting,       -        -         -         772,  776 


RlAi>,][Mr^  (of  Susquehanna) — Motion  by,  to  amend  3d  ar- 
ticle 20,  31, 161,  162, 172 
Appeal  by,  from  decision  of 
.  Chair,         -        ,         .         20, 75, 639 
Remarks  of,  on  appeal,  20, 

21,  23,  25,  26,  29 
On  3d  article,  75,  76,  149,  160,  162, 171 
Previous  question  called  by,  150,  520 

Kemarks  of,  on  6th  article, 
180,  182,  183,  187,  188, 
189,  190,  192,  198,  200, 
201,  376,  377,  378,  379 
380,381,  423,  424,  425, 
426,427,  551,552,  553, 
554,  555,  556,  557,  568, 
560,  594,  595,  597,  608, 

609,  625,  626,  632,  673,  675,  754 
On  motion  to  discharge  com- 
mittee of  whole  from  3d 
article,  ....         145^  145 
Remarks  of,  on  question  of 
.    .  order,  ^  308,209 
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Rkad,  Mr.  (of  Susquehanna)— -Motion  by,  to  amend  6th  ar- 

tide,        .        379,380,556,568,639 
Remarks    of,  on  previous 

questioD,         -        •        404, 405, 406 
Motion  by,  that  committee 

rise, •  620 

Remarks  of,  on  resolution 
concerning  adjournment 

549,  645,  646, 676,  678 
On   resolution    to    amend 

Constitution,          -        -        -        563 
Motion  by,  to  amend  resolu- 
tion concerning  adjourn- 
ment       645 

To  reconsider  vote  on  5th 

section  of  6th  article,     -        -        747 
Remarks  of,  on  same  motion 

746,  747,  748, 749,  750,  751 
New  section  to  6tli  article, 

submitted  by,         -        •        -        755 
Remarks  of,  as  to  place  of 

meeting,        ....        763 
Resolution  offered  by,  con- 
cerning justices  of  peace,  778,780 
Reioart,  Mr.  (of  Lancaster) — Remarks  of,  on  dd  article, 

35,  36,  40,  41,  42,  43,  87,  136 
Motion  by,  to  amend  reso- 
lution    concerning    ad- 
journment,     •        -        102, 645, 667 
Remarks  of,  on  same  reso- 
lution, 102, 103,  668, 677 
On  motion  to  discharge  com- 
mittee of  whole  from  dd 
article,           -        -        -        -         147 
On  6th  article,    -        432,  433,  639,  640 
On  judicial  tenure,    -        -        732,  733 
Motion  by,  to  go  into  com- 
mittee of  whole  on  6th 
article,  -----        745 
Remarks  of,  as  to  place  of 

meeting, 775 

SiTER,  Mr.  (of  Philadelphia) — Motion  by,  to  amend  reso- 
lution    concerning    ad- 
journment,   -        -        .        .        549 
Remarks  of,  on  6th  article,  571, 572 

Rule — Resolution  to  amend  32d,        --..-.        5 
Resolution  to  add  a  new  one,  -        .        .        .        402,  550 

Resolution  relating  to  23d  rule        -        .        .        .         374^  403 
RvssELL,  Mr.  (of  Bedford) — ^Remarks  of,  on  3d  article,      •        •        169 

Motion  by,  to  amend  6tb  ar- 
ticle,    657 

vol.  ui.  v4        ' 
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Saboer,  Mr.  (of  Crawford) — Remarks  of,  on  resolution 

concerning  adjournment,  -        111 

Skcret  SociiTiEs^-Memorial  concerning,        -        •         -         -        557 

Sellers,  Mr.  (of  Montgomery) — Memorial  presented  by,  -        402 

Sergeant,  Mr.  (of  Philadelphia) — Remarks  of,  on  appeal 

from   the  decision  of 
the  Chair,     -         -         -         24,25 
On  3d  article,  7tf,  r7, 

78,79,80,81,  158,  157,  1»8 

On  6tli  article,  198,  38.3, 

384,  385,  386,  387, 

388,389,  502,    503, 

504,  505,  506,   507, 

578  to  584,  567.  5^ 
On  question  of  order,  -        209 

Seltzer,  Mr.  (of  Lebanon) — ^Remarks  of,  on  judicial  ten- 
ure,        ....         709,710 
Serrill,  Mr.  (of  Delaware) — Memorial  presented  by,        -         .        701 

Sill,  Mr.  (of  Erie) — Resolution  offered  by,  to  grant  use 

of  Hall  to  Mr.  Holbrook,       -         -         -        177 
Remaiks  of,  on  6th  article,  499,  500, 

501,674,  675,753 
On  judicial  tcnuie.  ...         7^^  7Qg 

Smyth,  Mr.  (of  Cenlre) — Memorial  presented  bvi  -         -         -        fi 

Remarks  of,  on  dd  aiticle,  32,  33,  64, 95 

On    resolution    concerning    ad- 
journment,    -         -        .  101,  102,  106 
Previous  question  called  by,       -         .         16*J 
Remarks  of,  on  6th  article,    507,  508,  605,  GOfl 
On  resolution  to  amend  Constitu- 
tion,      664,  563 

On  motion  to  reconsider  5th  sec- 
tion of  6U1  article,  -         -         -        747 
As  to  place  of  meeting,      •         .         .        771 

Scott,  Mr.  (ol  Philadelphia) — Remarks  of,  on   3d  article, 

53,  54,  55,  56, 57, 60,  1 15t  1 16,  117, 123 
Memorial  presented  by,  -         .       57 

Remarks  of,  on  6th  article, 

188,  189,408,409,  410,411 
Motion  by,  to  postpone  sub- 
ject of  adjournment,  -         -        681 
Remarks  of,  on  same,           -         •        5s ] 
On  place  of  meeting,     -         -         -        75^ 
Shellito,  Mr.  (of  (Vawl'obI) — Remarks  of,  on  3d  article,      74,  j  19,  m 

On    resolution    con(*erni ng 

adjournment,       -        -     1 1 0,  1  i  1 ,  65: 
On  0th  article,      *         434,  436,  594, 75^ 
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Sterioere,  Mr.  (of  Monignmcry) — Remarks  of,  on  appeal 

from  decision  of  Chair.  22 

Motion  by,  to  amend 

3d  article,      •         -         29,  30,  31 

Remarks  of,  on  3d  ar- 
ticle, 63, 64, 02, 122, 

143, 144,  151,  155,  165 

Motion  by,  to  amend 
resolution  concern- 
ing adjournment,     -        -         112 

To  discharge  r^ommit- 
ice  of  whole  from 
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